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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 commerts

Referencesisted underthe relevant sectiofend of
manuscriptshould beconsistenaind thoseauthors
being referencedshould ideally béncluded or
mentionedn the main body of themanusript. For
example,accordingto [1], would bebetter indicateds,
accordingto Duffy andDennis [1]........cccccceeeeeiniiiiniiiiiineen,

1. All reference citations are rewritten already.

Created byEA Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)



SDI Review Form 1.6

SCIENCEDOMAIN international

www.sclencedomain.org

QD
A, VY

a.
b |
|
N

BIOIE EODMAN

Data specificationrmodel notpresen. This should
clealy define and highlight theelationship between
the independerand dependent variabld®ing
invedigated

As this ispredominantlya quantitative(statistical
sampling)based omesearclfwith no literature
reviewsor theoriesheing incorporated), certainvital
elemernts, swch as a dataspecificatiormodel should not
be omitted- aswell as vitalelements requireith the
accurate interpretatiorof dataresults.

Null hypothese8?

Although none of the references in the main bodgheftext
are supported with quotation marks, there doesippéar to
be any evidences.

2. Already highlight in 3.4 Multiple Regression
Analysis.

3. Already made some correction in 2.3 and 2.4 &
sampling method.

4. Already made some changes in 2.1 Research
Hypothesis.

5. Already modified all references.
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Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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