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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The main problem with this paper is the lack of a conceptual framework (which 
might take various forms) outlining what is being tested here that is new and 
important and a subsequent discussion section which would be used to comment 
on the framework’s adequacy and this would represent the claim for contribution to 
academic knowledge.  
 
The conclusion should incorporate the research limitations and suggestions for 
future research.  
 
The paper needs to be edited for language use. 
 
 

The concept of efficiency is based on economic theory of production. The 
conceptual framework is highlighted in the revised version of the manuscript. 

Limitations and suggestions for future research were also made. 
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