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Compulsory REVISION comments
The objective of the analysis is interesting but the current version of manuscript needs a Yes sir, i agree with your comment restructured manuscript

radical new structure and development.

First, the aim should be evidenced in the abstract and introduction sections. Yes sir, as per your suggestion i added evidenced in the abstract and
introduction sections.
Second, the methodological approach should be explained in a clearer way.

Methodological chapter added as per tools used and explain concepts
Third, the contribution can be made evident only putting the accent on the gap in the

literature. As per your suggestion restructured the literature

Finally, the interpretations of results are not consistent with the objectives and need further | Interpretations of results and policy implications reform and added in terms of

improvement also in terms of policy implications. policy implications
Minor REVISION comments
Optional/General comments
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