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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript
and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors
should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments

The author should revisit the introductory part and work in a little more detail on
the section of literature that inform the topic more clearly. To me, the author
should not directly deal with Literature review in the introduction without
backgrounding the topic as should be done.

On Conclusion: The author should ensure that the conclusion is well written
recalling the gist of the whole.

Reference list, too, should be well written following the in text sources as well
cited. Probably the authors forgot to put a full reference at the end of the
manuscript as there is only one reference under that point.

Corrected

Corrected

Corrected

Optional/General comments

Merit: Very good topic which needs readership; Succinct introduction, brief outline
of methodology used including a clear research instrument; results well explored.

Some points to revisit: Introduction should be well structured and, in need, not be
connected with literature review,

Statistics: Should rework on the two tables by showing the percentages which
dictate the mean.

Conclusion needs be revisited to synthetise the major points included in the
manuscript; Reference at the end of the manuscript should be well written.

By and large, the manuscript can be published following the editor’s decision after
the author takes into consideration the suggested correction.

Corrected

Corrected

Corrected
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.
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