
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6  

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

 

Journal Name:  Asian Research Journal of Arts & Social Sciences  
Manuscript Number: Ms_ARJASS_36301 
Title of the Manuscript:  

ARE NEW GENERATION OF STUDENTS OF HEALTHCARE MANAGEMENT FOC USED ON SOCIAL 
ENTREPRENEURSHIP? A FIELD STUDY 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 

 
 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’ , provided the manuscript is  
scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline) 
 

 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6  

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment  (if agreed with reviewer, correct 

the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

I appreciate the opportunity accorded to review this work and 
the energy which the researcher has put into the work. 
However, the paper is not recommended for publication due 
to the following flaws: 
 

1. The introduction lacks gaps in knowledge and I 
wonder where the researcher derives his 
hypotheses from. 

2. The objectives of the study are not indicated 
towards the end of the work 

3. The paper is poorly organised. 
4. The literature review fails to indicate the relationship 

between HEALTHCARE MANAGEMENT 
FOCUSED and SOCIAL ENTREPRENEURSHIP. 

5. The author lacks the knowledge required to conduct 
methodology thus, no design is showing in the work, 
so also the study population and sample size. 
Information on the instrument used to conduct is 
shrouded in mystery likewise procedure for data 
collection, reliability and validity of instrument etc.  

 

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

The author is advised to re-write this paper.  
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