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The title is clear and specific as stated, but has a problem with the statement of

dependent variable as organization performance which is not the case, the right
variable captured in the study objectives & conceptual discussions is ‘financial

performance’, hence should be stated with financial performance as the area of
interest. Author should restate the topic by replacing organization performance
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results.
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sampling processes adopted. The targeted institutions were highlighted in the scope
of the study section without the desired explanation of why the seven were chosen.

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 3

The results section was well articulated and the presentation of analysis outcomes
were well captured. Consider revision of the study model as the study has a very
small sample (n=7) which makes it hard to make inferences using regression
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