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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The abstract has to be formatted. The researcher has major revisions to be made since the 
document lack literature, and there is lack of clarity in the research design. The experimental 
design is very appropriate for this kind of study; however, the researcher did not state in the draft 
how data was sourced from the control group 1 and the other treatment groups, and above all 
how data was analysed. As stated earlier, the abstract has to be formatted. A good abstract must 
contain the following: purpose of the study, summary of the method, and findings. Sometimes you 
can add one or two recommendations. It should not be more than 250 words. The researcher has 
to reword the abstract to bring clarity to it. The study must add a section for literature review. This 
section will enable the researcher to connect his/her findings to the other researchers’ findings in 
order to check for either consistencies or contradictions.  
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Edit the work 
Make sure to follow the appropriate in-text citations and references styles (APA, etc.). The study 
lacks appropriate in-text citations 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Good article but needs minor revision 
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