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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

The manuscript is original and has novelty in the field appropriate to the area of research

The key words are Okey

Recast the problem statement, it is not only be the aim the research nor the research questions, but
what prompted the researcher to conduct the research

The methodology is suitable to the context of the research; however, Reliability of the instrument
(PASKO) was not stated in the methodology, and statistical tool not mentioned, it seems that the
researcher used simple percentage and variance.

The analysis of the results is sufficient and appropriate.

The results and discussion are well articulated; However, current references need to be added to
support or oppose the results

The conclusion is relevant to the data and results, there was not bias in it.

Some of the cited references are not in the Bibliography, while, some of the lists of the Bibliography are
not cited the main text, others are not properly listed. Please, refer to the original research article.

Minor REVISION comments

The abstract is vigorous. Nevertheless, the statistical tool used in analyzing the data should be stated in
the abstract

Optional/General comments
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Author’'s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight
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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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