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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

The researcher should try to reduce or harmonise 

the topic to make it 15 to 18 sentences because the 

present one is 25 sentences which make the topic too 

long. 

 

The abstract page should have more results figures 

like 17% or mean score of 3.8 e.t.c. so it must not be 

ordinary words more results figures should be 
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RESEARCH METHOD. 
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The researcher should change Hypothesis to 

Hypotheses since is more than one 

 
The researcher should explain or described more on the 
decision rule why some are rejected and accepted   in 
the  
Table 3 and 4 below 
 
No. of employees 2.352 .671 .05 Rejected 
Company sales    9.952 .041 .05 Accepted 
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