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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 
 

 
 
1. There a lot of Tables.  Combine table 1 and 2 . Give the data of Table 3, 4,5, 8,9  to 
the text. Then delete these.  
2. WHO READ LATE HOURS should be explained at table 6. 
3. Data of the figure 2 should be added to the text. then delete it. Figure  

The comments have been taken into consideration and corrections effected. 
 

1. Tables 1 and 2 have been combined while the data for Tables 3, 4, 5, 
8, and 9 have been included in the text and these tables deleted. 

2. Students who read at late hours have been explained. 
3. Data has been given for figure 2 in the text and figure deleted. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

  

 
PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

No ethical issues were involved. 
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