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contribution to the body of knowledge 
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grounded. It is based on a known theory or 

on an interesting issue. 

 

 

G. The research methodology for the study 

is appropriate and applied properly. 

 

 

 

H. The content of this paper is technically 

accurate and sound. 

 

 

 

I. The supporting evidence in this paper is 

strongly reliable and properly validated. 

 

 

 

J. Discussion of the results is based on 

analysis of data; results are not overstated 

or over generalized 

 

 

 

K. Implications and recommendations for 

management are relevant and useful. 

 

 

 

L. The paper is easy to read and free from 

grammatical or spelling errors. 

 

 

M. Your views                                               Accepted                  Rejected 

 

 

 

 

 

N. Comments for the author: (Please present specific details using the following categories.) 

STRENGTHES: 

The selection of the topic itself seems to be the strength of the paper. The author tried to justify 
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CONCLUSION 

The researcher has done the wonderful work and will definitely help the academics in general. I 

believe that the author touched the burning issue and will definitely create interest among the 

readers. 


