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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 
 

 
This paper has a potential to be accepted, but some important points should be reformed. 
There is written problem in whole the text. 
All punctuation, including commas, … need to be revised. 
 

 
I have revised punctuation, commas and reference part according to Journal 
criteria 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
This is a new and original work/article. 
The title of the article is not  suitable for its content. It’s better to change the title. 
The abstract adequate and informative, including main finding and significance. 
Keywords are not scientific, enough and relevant. 
The references are not suitable, sufficient, and relevant. Up-to-date resources are required 
The materials and methods are clear, adequate and ethical 
Is the discussion on the data justified, compared with other similar studies with clear 
conclusion 
The introduction is  sufficient, informative and not too extensive 
 

 
 
I have changed article title. 
Keywords are changed. 
Discussion has been added with latest references and made clear conclusion. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
Yes, there are, 
Data collection forms (indicating the optionality of providing information) are 
not attached. 
 

 
Data collection was by using freelisting techniques with chart papers cut 
manually and the written content was typed into Visual Anthropac software. 
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