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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 
 

 
1. Introduction need to be revised by including few more aspects on 

importance of the study. 

I have included additional points with respect to importance of the study in the 
last para of the introduction chapter. 

Minor REVISION comments 
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Optional/General comments 
 

 
1. Ensure that whether any researcher might have studied on this aspect or not 

 

There are few studies conducted on TMOP and NFSM but they lack the both 
micro and macro approach in their study. Only macro level studies were taken 
up by some of the authors/researchers. So we have taken this research at 
both micro and macro level. 

 
PART  2:  
 

 
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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 


