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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 
 

 

(1) Author does not follow the Journal style requirements 

 

(2) In Text references used do not follow the journal requirements. Must change all. 

Removing the  number [1] and putting the authors Rivera and Qamar (2003) 
 
(3) A major proof reading is needed, so many phrases are not comprehensible. Ex. 
Lines 41-42; lines 84-85; lines 97-100; lines 104-108; lines 120-122; lines 129-134; 
lines 138-140; lines 156-159; lines 190-195; lines 200-202; lines 219-238; lines 243-
245; lines 276-278; lines 283-284; lines 297-304lines 322-325… 
 
(4) Sampling is not well described, using contradicting statements line 82 “ 
conveniences sampling” and line 95  using “simple random sampling” 
 
(5) No mention of software used. 
 
(6) Discussing the numbers is fine numerically, but unreadable when analyzed!! 
 
(7) Discussing Chi Square results is not adequate. Tables 3, 6 and 8. 
 
(8) Implications are not discussed. Need to be developed. 
 
(9) References have to be changed to match Journal’s requirements and must be 
reviewed for consistency. 
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