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This is quite an interesting paper. It needs some editing for language use and to 
eliminate the unwanted text. The abstract should be improved – spell out fully words 
and phrases which appear for the first time (i.e. do not abbreviate them) and remove 
the use of SPSS. Add the main findings.  
 
Add more references to the literature review and bring it to a conclusion which 
indicates the gaps in knowledge that will be investigated by the research. If possible, 
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contribution to academic knowledge. 
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