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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Methodology 

 The Procedure followed in selecting the sample was not Discussed 
 The researcher failed to discussed Procedure of data collections in 
 The tool for the data analysis was not mentioned 
 The researcher  failed to explain how the questions in Table 1 was generated 

Result 
 The researcher is expected to make comparison with the closely related articles, 

so as to validate the outcome of the research (result). 
  What was the research contribution? 

Conclusions 
 The researcher failed to state the limitation of the research 
 Recommendations for future work was not stated in the paper 

Reference 
 Some of the references were not Found in the Goggle-Scholar database 
 Some of used  References were not Published 
  The References used were not up to date(2000-2017) 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Result 

 The First Paragraph of the result & Discussions section need to be Part of the 
Methodology section of the paper. 

 The average Score Should  2.96 instead 2,96(Comma Should be replaced with 
Points) 

References 
  Some of the references were not properly References in the research  Paper 
  The referencing Format does not correspond with API Standard 
  

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
The researcher does not provide section that discussed the works based on the existing 
research that correspond to the research topic 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 

 
 
 

 

 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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