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Generally, the article is well-written from a scientific perspective fulfilling all the requirements of the 
research process from the beginning of the work, abstract, to the end, conclusion. The article is written 
from a critical review perspective and balanced. The researcher comprehensively discussed the 
methods utilising, and all justifications were made substantiate the scientificness of the study. However, 
there two issues with the method that must be address before publication – 1. Population and 2. 
Saturation of the data. 
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