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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 
 

 
Purpose 

- Good objectives but I think it too many for this paper, you may separate into two papers. just take one or 
two objectives and drill down into specific context. 

Methodology 
- Sampling was good with a large number of respondents but need to know how sampling was made 
- Instrument need further explanation especially number of items, constructs, and give some sample of 

items here. 
- Who were the expert to validate the instrument and how many sample involved in the pilot test 
- Table one indicated the item, I can see some items were not fulfilling the basic rule and regulation of items 

development such as item contain with words “and”, which will make respondent confuse to give 
feedback.  

- Insert ethical consideration for this research 
 
Discussion 

- This is the most important part that need to be revised, it was too short, no critical discussion, no 
comparison to model, solely depends on Park (2012) and Medina (2010) study as a point of discussion. 

- I did not see discussion based on 4 major purposes as listed in the introduction 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
- update references list to the most recent 5 years back 
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