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1) Many spelling mistakes and grammatical errors.  

 
2) Since study about the marketing, the theory of marketing guru like Philip Kotler is 

not been examine and discuss in this paper.   
 

3) This paper is lacking a clear research gaps and problem statement.  
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1) The abstract is not well written as difficult to discover 1) what are you trying to 
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2) The articles citied is not recent. For example, least to see recent five years 
references.  
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insight. The in-text references prefer to be recent. The contributions and limitations of the 
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