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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The author(s) must as a matter of urgency revisit the reference to this work. More 
than 70% of references are not cited in text. The very first research work referenced 
was not found in the body of the work, so it is imported. Also Aina, R. F. (2017) was 
also not mentioned inside the work and host of others.   
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 ‘The’ should be removed from the title of the work. Editorial work should be done in the 
introductory part of this manuscript.  The discussion is not flowing; I have highlighted some 
of them. The highlighted ones needs to be looked into again by the author. The implications 
should be stated following the subheadings in the findings. In the finding section of the 
work, specifically on the tables 2 down, the SA, A, D, SD & Total should be removed from 
the table, it makes the table clumsy. The table should just contain the items, mean and 
decision or remark. 
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The research work is relevant as it will contribute to existing literature. It is publishable. 
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