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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 
 

The paper is poorly written. The author misses very key issues 
1. No literature at all, see section 2. A scholarly work without literature is like a 

human being without backbones  
2. No contribution to the body of knowledge 
3. Conclusion is flaw. 
4. No policy implication and recommendations 
5. Results are not supported by any previous works or theoretical backups 
6. No data sources and description of dataset 
7. In general, the paper is not suitable for publication  

 

1. I have reviewed seven literatures in this study, (see section 2) 
2. The study has a significant contribution to knowledge (see section 5)  
3. The conclusion have been updated (see section 5) 
4. The study has a policy implementation and recommendations (see 

section 5) 
5. The result have at least one support from previous works (see section 

5) 
6. The study now have a source of data and description (see section 

3.1) 
7. The manuscript have been totally overhauled 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

non  

Optional/General comments 
 

non  
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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