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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

1. The abstract is too length y. It should be 
reduced to about 200 – 250 words. 
Explanations on the methodology in the 
abstract can be moved to the body of the 
work. 

2. The work should be edited for grammatical 
errors. For example, in line 32, “ and are 
increasing trends” should be written 
“increasing trends”, line 39, “lacking 
behind” should be written “lagging 
behind”, line 42 “ “majority” should be 
changed to “most”, line 49 “1/3th” should 
be written “ one-third”, line 52, “near about” 
should be written “about” “rural area” 
should be “rural areas” “illiteracy rate are” 
should be “illiteracy rate is”  

3. Ranking is written in the form of 1 st, 2nd, 3rd, 
etc., and I, II, III. 

4. There is no conclusion and 
recommendation based on the study. 
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