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Minor  REVISION comments 
 

 keywords: Instead of Ageing, elderly has to be written. 
 
In Table 3 & 4, th mean values has to be rechecked 
because the maximum possible score of Rosenberg 
self Esteem Scale is 40 but the mean score is more 
than that. Recheck the values and sometimes  
decimals might be kept wrongly. 
 
 The Intervention and contro group samples were taken 
from same setting. How the researcher prevented 
contamination i.e exchange of informations. 
 
Grammatical errors has to be rectified. 
 
 

KKeeyy  wwoorrddss ::  reality therapy, self-esteem, the 
elderly  
 
mean values  are rechecked. 
 
 
Using the inclusion and exclusion criteria, 50 
elderly men were evaluated, and among them 
30 persons were identified to enter into this 
study, and they were randomly assigned into 
two groups: experimental and control group. 
Grammatical errors has to be reformed. 
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