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 The introduction does not adequately justify the research title. It should be more comprehensive and 
supported by relevant citations. 
 

 The title of the research needs to be more concise.  
 

 The selected keywords are not appropriately aligned with the scope of the study.  
 

 The literature review requires greater depth and should be structured variable-wise, incorporating 
recent studies.  
 

 A research model illustrating the relationships between variables is missing and should be included.  
 

 The Research Methodology section must detail the sampling technique and sample size used in the 
study.  
 

 Several sections of the study lack proper citations.  
 

 The Data Analysis and Interpretation section is underdeveloped. It should include Reliability, Multiple 
and Linear Regression, and ANOVA analyses to substantiate the findings.  
 

 The study is missing key sections, such as Discussion, Implications, and Limitations.  
 

 The formatting of the paper needs improvement for better clarity and presentation. 
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