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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 

 
Overall: 
The MS is well-written 
Proposed concept and strategies are good and 
novel 
Study is adequately performed 
Short-comings are indicated 
Findings & Conclusions are OK 

 

 

The MS describes and explicitly identifies a particular 

commercial enterprise (RELIANCE). 

Material in page 3: RELIANCE COMMUNICATIONS IN 

BRIEF. It should however be removed. The reasons are as 

follows: 

In open-publications, avoiding explicit descriptive 

(either in praise of or condemning) a particular 

commercial/corporate structure in vogue is not ethical.  

This reviewer is at loss relevant to the context of this 

paper - who cares about knowing the origin and history 

behind RELIANCE! Possibly, the author is an employee of 

RELIANCE (or its affiliations) and so writes the section in 

page 3. If this is just to curry the favour of his/her 

corporation, then the general professionalism is at stake! 

The author should skip using the name of the corporation 

and say, generally, that the information furnished is 

pertinent to a private sector service provider. 

 

Avoid using the acronym Rcom also. Just call it as the 
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incumbent provider assessed or some proxy name like 

that. 

 

Similarly use proxy names for other corporations , 

distributors etc.  (e.g. for  FMCG) 

 

Construct a pseudocode on the various statistical 

computations involving V1, V2 etc 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

NIL 

 

 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

 

This reviewer expects  the above revisions without fail 

 

Ethical Issues:  

Yes. Unless the corporate names indicated are removed 
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