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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
abstract (need to include methodology and finding) 

problem statement (add current literature) 

Literature Review (add any related study on comparison method of teaching and current 

references, summarize the finding) 

 Method (clarify what type of method QuaLI or QuaTI and design, how the data was 

analyze? What method/software/manual???) 

finding (how you triangulate the data?/ validity??) 
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literature. 
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