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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

After I read your manuscript I have some recommendations: 
1, at the end of introduction, please mention your research objectives 
2. In the methodology section, please present your research instrument (how many 
questions, which type, what kind of information you collected). Also present the 
method used for data analysis. 
3. Please take care how you report the results into the text. You should use the 
symbol of percentage where is the case. 
4. you need to discuss your results, not jus present them. 
5. mention the implications of your study and future research directions 

 I have made necessary correction in my manuscript as per the direction of 
the editorial board . i have  made some correction in  the  research objectives 
and methodology  as directed . 
Implication of the study also included.  
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