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 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 
 

 
I am not opposed to the methodology used by the author in this paper but it needs a 
great deal of development before it could be considered for publication. The author 
will need almost completely to rewrite the paper. The first section should specify the 
research questions to be addressed. The literature review should be used to 
highlights gaps in knowledge which the research questions are to answer. A 
discussion section is necessary to describe the contribution to knowledge that the 
paper is claiming to make. 
 
Currently, the conclusions and recommendations drawn are not justified by the 
findings. The conclusion should incorporate the research imitations and the 
suggestions for future research. 
 
The whole paper needs to be edited for language usage. 
 

 
 
Authors very much appreciate the comments of the reviewer. 
 
We have tried  modified the manuscript as per the comments 
 
 
 
Language has been edited and corrected 
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