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 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 
 

 
The phrases highlighted need to be rewritten to make it more meaningful and 
explicit. 
 

All changes have been made. 
Thanks for the suggestions. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The Research work is Scientific and meaningful. The Author needs to effect the minor 
corrections to make the article more meaningful.  
 

Thanks for the comments 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
References did not follow a particular style i.e. APA or Indented. However, the Journal 
would specify the specific style to follow.,  
 

We follow the guidelines of the magazine: 
http://www.sciencedomain.org/journal/51/authors-instruction 
 
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0BzvkYtxLTJZjMzYwcTJwZ2g5ZFE/view 
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