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The study is theoretical based on organized literature 

review using previous studies that support the 

researcher argument. The article is well written and 

articulated. The points are clear and the author is 

addressing the main topic well.  

 

The argument leading to the need for this study to be 

conducted (Statement of the Problem) is well written. 

Lacks supporting literature as well. 

 

As for the significance of the study – actually there is 

voluminous evidence that exists regarding the efficacy of 

the study. The literature review in the introduction 

section proves this fact. 
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