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	The first two sentences should be merged.
Questionnaire name not mentioned

At the end of the results, the significance level should be specified in what way it was considered

Mention of the software used for analysis
The recommendations section has become too long and resembles the "Discussion" section of the main article. The abstract should focus on key findings and main implications, rather than listing detailed operational recommendations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	NO 

A very, very old reference is used, such as 2000 or 1996.
	

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


	YES
	

	Optional/General comments


	The Introduction is too long and old sources are used.
The necessity of implementing the research project is not stated correctly
The sampling method is not fully and clearly explained. The terms "multistage sampling" and "purposive sampling" are used interchangeably, but the exact steps are not explained
What questionnaire was used

The reliability of the instrument is reported (0.81), but details regarding validity are insufficient.
The number of tables is large. The numbering of tables in the text should be harmonized and corrected.
The current discussion focuses largely on corroborating findings with past research (which is good), but lacks a crucial part of explaining and interpreting causal mechanisms. It does not adequately explain the “why” and “how” these relationships exist.
The conclusion section lacks two standard and very important sections: limitations of the study and suggestions for future research
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