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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The right methodology of research. The research question is clearly stated. The 
theoretical framework are creative. The research question is explored in a way that is 
creative and important to the discipline. The methodology is clearly explained. The 
empirical data, quantitative are analyzed in appropriate ways, and written up in ways that 
are easy to understand. The study conclusions supported are by the analysis. The 
analysis adequately address the issues raised by the framework. 
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- Conclusion 
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