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correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

Line no 6: write as, Cak Sam and Flamboyant Catering. The first 
letter of the company must be capital. 
-The abstract lines need to be reduced. Also, you need to mention 
here findings of the study in brief. 
-In the introduction section you need to mention the need of study 
and arrangement of succeeding sections. 
64: Correct the sentence as, “activities are aimed at” 
-Improve the method of reference writing. 
-You need to organize the paper in the following format: 
1. Introduction 
2. Literature Survey 
3. Research Methodology 
4. Data Analysis  
5. Discussion and Scope for Future Research 

 
1. I already revised the first letter of this 

company (in yellow color on manuscript) 
2. The abstract its ok 
3. I already revised the wrong grammartical 

(in yellow color on manuscript) 
4. I already organize the format according to 

the reviewer comments. The discussion and 
scope for the future research become Result 
and Discussion 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

1. There are many grammatical errors 

2. There is a need to add more references 

I already revised the wrong grammartical (in 
yellow color on manuscript) and add the 
references 
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