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Compulsory REVISION comments
All observations duly acknowledged
The paper is interesting but it needs major revisions before its potential
publication.

The aim should be evidenced in the abstract and introduction sections.

The references are too short, then the literature review section should be
enriched.

The data collection section should be explained in more detail.

The conclusions should be further discussed also in terms of policy
implications.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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