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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  Recasts the working title to scholarly reflects better the intended primary objective and as
could be supported by the specific objectives of the paper.

 For the Research Methodology section, kindly take note of the following:
 Reflect how potential biases and effect of mediating variables were addressed to

assure excellent generalizability of results.
 Establish reliability and validity of the research instrument.
 Provide specific details whenever necessary like for example specific statistical tool

used among others.

 For the Results and Discussion section, kindly take note of the following:
 Add second and third level interpretation of results.
 Make discussions scholarly and rich and situate better eventual conclusions and/or

recommendations.
 Adopt standard format for the presentation of results of statistical analyses.

 Better organization and/or form of research manuscript is/are highly suggested to make the
paper more scholarly convincing.

Minor REVISION comments
 Fundamentally, only inferential research objectives require hypotheses. If in case and as

presented, said may only apply to research objective #1.
 Follow suggested format for the Reference section of the paper (even for the other sections

of the paper whenever applicable).

Optional/General comments  The paper is very interesting and publishable pending the suggested enrichments.
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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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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