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The topic of the research is practical and contemporary

The abstract is adequate. It mentions the objective of this study, then the methodology
followed by sampling and sample size, then the results, and ends with implications.
Needs proofreading [see suggestions]

Keywords are adequate

The introduction and background are fair because they need validation with references.

However, need to add how is this paper divided!!

The methodology is adequate though brief. Suggestions were added for data analysis.
The results are clear, with adequate data tables. Good to support the discussion.

The discussion is adequate, clear, and streamlined. It is validated by the reported
literature. However, needs a good proofreading and editing [see suggestions in the

attached Manuscript]

The conclusion is adequate.
Limitations are not reported??? Must add

Review carefully the write-up of the references for consistency, completeness,
and to match the Journal’s requirements. Add necessary citations suggested in
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scholarly communications?
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