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Review comments 

 The objectives of the study should be clearly articulated in the introduction to guide readers on 

the purpose and significance of the research. 

 The literature review should be comprehensive, relevant, and effectively contextualize the 

study within existing research. Ensure gaps are identified and that the rationale for the 

research questions or hypotheses is clearly justified. 

 Evaluate the clarity and appropriateness of the methodology. Consider whether the study 

design, sampling methods, data collection procedures, and analytical techniques are 

sufficiently detailed and suitable for addressing the research aims. 

 Assess the rigor of the data analysis methods employed. Ensure that results are clearly 

presented, appropriately analyzed, and accurately interpreted in relation to the research 

questions or hypotheses. 

 Evaluate the depth and coherence of the discussion section. Discuss whether the findings are 

effectively addressed in light of the literature, and if implications and limitations are also 

adequately addressed. 

 Assess the originality and contribution of the study to the field. Discuss whether the findings 

advance knowledge, introduce new methodologies, or offer practical applications that are 

significant and relevant. 
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