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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
The study is well designed. However, the introduction section is a little bit long and 
sometimes redundant. For instance, the authors mentioned about the “objectives of the 
study” and hypothesis of the study as well.  So, the authors may eliminate the “objective of 
the study” section as they gave hypothesis and theoretical framework as a chart.  
 
The study I suppose created from a thesis as it seems like a thesis. A research article 
should be shorter. So, the authors may delete the “Operational Definition of Terms” for 
instance. 
 
The authors may give “Significance of the Study” after summary, conclusion and 
recommendations as IMPLICATIONS 
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