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interesting topic as well. Findings seem to be linked properly and coherent. Methodology is sound, 
well justified and appropriate for the study in question. However the author can still add substance to 
it, such as solidifying the literature review, adding more content in the conclusion, giving more 
information on the analytical process and giving acknowledgement. 

Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only: 
Tables created by the author can be restricted and contracted to a limited space, according to the 
publication parameters and guidelines. 

 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 


