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» Correct the highlighted mistakes

» A part from Pearson correlation coefficient, include descriptive statistics of frequency
counts and percentages as a method of data analysis employed in this
study(demographic characteristics of respondents)

Introduction

» Fairly done

» However, correct the grammar errors.

Methodology

» Correct the grammar errors and sentence structures

» 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
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