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1. There are many typographic errors in the MS, should be 

removed adequately. 

2. Nowhere in the MS results have been explained. 

Elaborate the section accordingly. 

3. In citation (works cited), there are discrepancies in the 

citation style. In line 368- volume & no. Should be given 

as 7(1):, instead of  as written there. 

4. Line 386-Incorporate  volume no. 

5. Line 393- Incorporate  pagenos referred. 

6. Line 415- Incorporate  pagenos referred. 

7. Line 420- Incorporate  pagenos referred. 

8. Line 418 & 423- Write volume no as 94:&10: 

respectively,  instead of as given. 

 

 

1. Typographic errors have been 

addressed. 

 
2. Results have been merged with 
discussion as suggested by another 
reviewer and explained. 
Citation style has been adjusted to 
Chicago Fifteenth edition. 
 
All review comments have been 
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