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Compulsory REVISION comments

Introduce FGD in the methodology as it only sprang

up in your results. 0Ok
Present tables in the same format all through the
document. Some of your tables have vertical and
horizontal lines while some have only horizontal.

Minor REVISION comments
Effect the editorials as indicated in sticky notes all Ok

through the full text.

Optional /General comments

Could the author (s) find an analytical tool to further
buttress their results especially in the areas where they
have used agreed, strongly agreed etc. is there a
particular tool (chi square, anova, or ppmc) that can be
further used to make the results more convincing,
scientific, and authoritative?
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