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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 topic is an interesting one but the author needs to improve her presentations to make the work 
worthwhile. In the first instance, 
1. The author should include in the abstract how data collected were analyzed and delete all area marked with 
red and applied those in green 
2. The introduction seems to be lengthy. The author should lift some of the empirical studies to literature 
review. 
3. The literature review is better structured into: 

2.1. Conceptual frame work 

2.2. Empirical and theoretical framework instead of the minor sub-heads given 
4.The author should indicate how data analyzed 

5.The author should create a sub-heading on Data presentation and analysis, as the result can only be 
discussed in glaring of a well presented and analyzed data . 

6. The author should separate the data then go on to discuss the finding. Including the data collected in the 
discussion, makes the work so clumsy. 

7. While discussing the findings, the author should endeavor to be objective than subjective. 

8. E-sources should be cited accordingly ( see comment in main work). 

9. The author should delete all areas marked in red and apply those in green. 

10. She should thoroughly edit the entire work minding her punctuations and tenses. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: Onwubiko Emmanuel Chidiadi 
Department, University & Country Alex Ekwueme Federal University, Nigeria 
 


