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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 Thank you for the effort, | have done the
Compulsory revision should be carried out necessary corrections.

particularly on;

- To achieve objective number 3, attitudinal (Likert)
scale should be used to measure the perception of
respondents. Whether 3, 50r 7 points Likert scale
was used. This information should be reflected in
the methodology.

- The model of chi square used should be
specified.

In my own view, Pearson Product Moment
Correlation (PPMC) should be used to determine
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relationship and not chi square, because, PPMC is
more rigorous than chi square. This is also
because, PPMC measures the extent and nature of
relationship.

- Results should also be presented in tabular form,
besides the graphical illustrations.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

Keywords should be provided for the purpose indexing
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical
issues here in details)
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