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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	This title, though appropriate, shares similarity with another research.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	No, the abstract is not comprehensive. Reasons being that there is a contradiction in the abstract and the research methods section on the research design that was utilised by the researcher(s). In the abstract, the researcher(s) indicated that an explanatory correlational research design was utilised while the research methods section shows that descriptive research design was utilised. This contradiction, though grievous, does not undermine the fact that the abstract section was completely copied from a previous study. The present should take their time to revisit this study, choose the most suitable research design for this study, rewrite the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	A lot needs to be done in this work in order to make this work scientifically correct and acceptable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Even though the references are sufficient, most of these references are obsolete. Another issue is that only a handful of citations were captured in the reference list. Similarly, most of the research that appear in the reference list were not cited in the main work.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The researcher(s) have done a good work when it comes to the English quality of the article. This entails that other readers can adequately understand the language used by the researcher(s).
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	The valid points raised above if honestly considered and implemented, then this research will be beneficial to the relevant stakeholders.
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