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1) I don’t agree at all with the phrase of author 

“A combination of purposive and random 
techniques was used in sampling 
respondents in the various communities” 
(270 row). The author has to clarifies 
which exactly methodology used (random 
sampling, systematic sampling, etc.). 

2)  The methodology is not (so much) 
motivating from theory background. 

3) I don’t know if the author has license of 
copyrights to use the Figure “Business 
Motivating Factor” (371 row) or now. If 
yes, must be approved, because in different 
occasion it is plagiarism. If this Figure was 
created the author has to declare it, because 
I don’t see any source down of it.   

 The analysis is good but I prefer more clear 

conclusions.  

Maybe there is a problem with Figure (371 row). I ask 

from the author to tell if it is his work or if not, to prove 

that he/she has license about copyrights. 

The reviewers English has a problem. I did not 

understanding well what he was trying to say. I 

have tried to do what is right to satisfy him/her 

on this score. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
This was created by the author as referred 
to in the text, which I suspect was not read 
by the reviewer.  
 
 
 
 
Some clarity made  
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