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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 
 

 
Abstract is not in correct format. This need not be bifurcated into sub titles.  
Methodology: Table and figures need to be inferred in the text. 
Results and Discussions: Each fig or table should have a preceding text detailing the 
question put forth to the respondents. When large data is covered need to use word 
respectively which is not mentioned in inference fig1 . 
Table titles should be before the attached table and fig should be provided under the 
figure. Each table enclosed should also have text detailing the survey question for which 
the table is attached. Need not include RI in the brackets in the inference. 
 
 

The corrections pointed out has been effected except the formatting of the 
abstract. This is because, the reviewer wanted the authors to use block format 
while the journal in question make use of structured format of presentation.  
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