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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
This paper, while reporting on research that is useful and interesting, needs
extensive rewriting before it can be published:
- The introduction must make it clearer what are the gaps in knowledge that
are going to be addressed by the research. These gaps in knowledge should
be constructed as research questions and, preferably, hypotheses which ca
be investigated in the research.
- The sampling strategy and size should be properly explained. Questionnaire
design and testing should be specified. Data collection methods should be
added. Tests for reliability and for normality of the data should be included.
- A comparison between the sample achieved and the overall population
would be very helpful.
- A discussion section is required which would deal with the (necessary) claim
for contribution to academic knowledge.
- The conclusion should include the research limitations and suggestions for
future research.
- The recommendations provided are not supported by the research and
should be deleted.
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