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Compulsory REVISION comments 1. Thetopic not well carved thus needs to be revised as suggested.
2. Need for major revision in the Abstract.
3. Introduction is clumsy (You may wish to separate introduction from objective,
literature review and theoretical framework).
4. Hypotheses not well stated.
5. Gap in knowledge not properly identified.
6. Theoretical framework not well applied.
7. Methodology is confusing.
8. Results not properly analysed.
9. Findings not well discussed.
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