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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The material is interesting and the topic is relevant. The method seems to have been
followed faithfully and the authors were well-positioned to conduct the analysis.
Despite these positives in my view the paper needs more work before it could be
published and I have made some specific suggestions below: - The literature addressed
is not described accurately so far as I can see. Relevant literature should be presented
more deeply in order to support the research problem. Discuss the international
relevance of the phenomenon and describe thoroughly the rationale for the study in the
context of what is already known. More actual references should be provided. - The
discussion section should be reorganized because they are poor. I believe there should
be a better integration of the results with the existing literature. - The
recommendations for practice/research/education/policy should have been
approached in greater depth. CHECKLIST FOR STYLE The manuscript is clearly written

and will serve a broad audience of students, researchers, and practitioners.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

1. Abstract should contain intrdocution/background section to clrify the rationale of the
study 2. Correct the following sentense and verify the year. This collection stores every
appellate federal and state case spanning all 50 U.S. states from January 1790 to present
day. 3. The cases can be also categorised like from 1990-2000, 2001-2010 and 2011-2020 to
understand the nature, type and trend of cases. 4. The median payout can be calculated
as per the cases wise to understand the distribution of payout. 5. Whats the current
status of the trainee after case, i.e. practising status, licence etc. 6. The cases can be any
type of error but it can be stretched to the training importance, so that the
implementation can be done on particular point. The errors you identified are correct but

whether it's related to training or personal skill, needs to be addressed.




