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Title

» Relevant
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» Fairly done

» Correct the highlighted mistakes

» A part from Pearson correlation coefficient, include descriptive statistics of frequency
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Introduction

» Fairly done
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Methodology
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» Indicate the study locale

> ldentify the research design and provide reason for the choice

» Clearly identify the scale on which the questionnaire is anchored i.e. whether itisa 5
point Likert scale ranging from strongly disagree to strongly agree

Results and Findings

» Lacks coherency

» Provide caption for tables

» Correct grammar errors and sentence structures

» Discuss the reliability of the instrument under methodology

» However, include relevant previous studies that supports/oppose the findings of your
study to make your findings more robust.

Conclusion

» Fairly done

References

» Satisfactory

Correction made in the manuscript

Minor REVISION comments

» State the objective(s) of the study
» Have the recommendations for this study

Optional/General comments

N/A

PART 2:

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)

Created by: EA Checked by: ME

Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)




