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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

There are few grammatical errors in the body of the work. The authors should
endeavor to correct them

The authors can include numerical values in the result section of the abstract

The article was subjected to grammar checking and reached 85% level before
it was dispatched to Journal of Economics, Management and Trade for
publication. The remaining 15% will be checked.

The abstract contains the objective, methodology, results, and
recommendations of the study. The results of the study can come in any form
in the abstract. Thanks for the advice but the authors want the results to be
reported in verbal forms in the abstract since the numerical values in the
result were captured under the data presentation, analysis and discussion
section of this study.
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