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Author should improve the following(1) The 
Abstract: Write  few lines about the study, then the 
objectives and brief methodology,(2) Introduction: 
Clearly mention the objective of the study.(3) 
Methodology:  Write the sample plan clearly, write 
the  correct statistical tools used in the study and 
mention the variables. [4]Result and Discussion: 
Discussion the findings of the table and if possible 
write some similar studies to support your 
findings.  
[5]Bibliography: Add the reference Majydyan(1996) 
in the bibliography 
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Editing is required on the whole work, especially on the 
use of grammar and sentences 
Line 132 write had lower adequate instead of were 
lowly 
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Author should improve the manuscript generally, the 
result and discussion part  it is too scanty. Discussion 
can be done in the findings 
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