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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
The author has written a good paper that will be useful in the field of knowledge. The objective is clear, the sections 
are well arranged and the references are okay. 
However, I have the following observations which I believe the author needs to work on: 

1- Using the table to write the questions and titles of the questionnaire 
2- Data analysis should be displayed in graphs and tables 
3- Check the grammar of the article 
4-  Please in Introduction find some relevant studies to propose the gap of the study  

              between your research and others. 
5-  Please compare your findings to the relevant studies. 
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