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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 
 

 
 
 
It has excellent model but analysis part looks incomplete, little more analysis can be 
included and discussions also can be added more to make the paper strong for 
publication.  
 
 

Well, to the best of our knowledge, our analysis is in line with the research 
objectives and the model formulated is line with method of data analysis. 
We are confused with the recommendation of the reviewer that more analysis 
should be included.  
 
In view of this aforementioned scenario, the reviewer should suggest another 
method of analysis to be included so as to make the paper more robust.       
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