Editor’'s Comment:

| evaluated the paper. Read the reviewers' evaluation reports. According to my thought there are
some points that made me give this decision: REJECT.

1) Topic is not new or putting a new look to the field.

2) | have evaluated this manuscript as revier and | have seen that the grammar and complete text
requires change and rewriting.

3) references have no style. Reference in the rtext is not appeared in the references part. Reference

at the references part is not used in the text. The regular academic referencing style is APA. | Agree

with the comments of Feedback AJEBA 105409 v1 Zak but | am sorry that | can not be that much
generous in grading. There are too much corrections required for this manuscript.
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