EDITORIAL COMMENTS FORM 

	EDITORIAL COMMENT’S on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to editor’s comments

	1. From my point of view, the title is too long (I noticed the preference of the authors to maintain the title, Bu I suggest to reconsider it)

2.The paper is missing a Literature review section which can increase the value of the paper. Also, this section will help the authors to highlight better their contribution and to compare their results with previous results.

3.It is need to clarify: in the Abstract, the authors mentioned that "The population of this study comprises a total of 9,658 graduates" and "The sample size of the study consists of 340 technical". In section Method, I found "The population comprised 1,837 graduates" and "A total sample of 344 technical college graduates"
4. Which are the limitations of the paper?

5. I understand that it was hard work to collect the responses but I did not found information about the period in which the questionnaire was distributed.
	The title contains major elements of the work and carefully chosen to reflect author’s discipline
Literature review is often inegrated into the introduction section as per general convention.

This was a technical error, which has been corrected.

This has been included the paper

This has been included in the paper
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