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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 
 

Good but poorly articulated review paper. The paper should be given to someone 
with a good command of the English language to read through and polish up the 
language. Without this, the paper at its present state can not be considered for 
publication as the poor articulation of ideas makes comprehension almost 
impossible. 
Equally, the discussion of findings should be done in a comparative fashion. 
Considering that it is a review paper, effort should be made to compare and contrast 
the findings of different authors pertaining to the subject matter of the paper. 
 
Last but not the least, the paper should be summarized to less than 5000 words and 
ideas better articulated. 
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Optional/General comments 
 

 
Good review paper that could be considered for publication by JEAI. However, the 
afroementioned comments should be taken into account before the paper is considered for 
publication. 
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