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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
The right methodology of research. The research questions are clearly stated. The 
theoretical framework are creative. The research questions are explored in a way 
that is new, 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. 
 

I agree. Value has been added based on other reviewer’s comments. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
English language and style are fine/minor spell check required 
 
Weaknesses of the manuscript: 
- little conclusions 
 

Wrong spellings seen were corrected. 
 
 
Value has been added to the conclusions.  
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