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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	Creates Confidence to Investors.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Its Suitable 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The methodology and conclusions are not clear

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. It misses the correlation of information
2. There is mixture of contents (Review is within the study methodology). There are to be clearly separated. 

3. Writing styles are to be uniform (e.g. 3.5 – Cambria, while 3.5.1 – Times New Roman). The whole text must in a uniform style. 

4. The policies to be reviewed are to be identified within the methodology. 

5. Contents for the study methodology are not well presented.

6. Avoiding bolding within the paragraph.

7. Numbering is not proper. Putting dots as part for numbering is not advisable. Better number by, e.g. 1.1.1 and if there are extra numbering necessary, Roman numbering is encouraged. 

8. Source of data and the method for data collection are not clear.

9. How data was analysed is not clear. 

10. It is sufficient if data obtained are in tabular form for charity.  

11. Recommendation is confusing, since there is in chapter 10, 11 and 11.1. it is to be rearranged. 

12. Recommendation is to come from analysed data. 

13. There is literature review which is not cited. All reviewed literature is to be cited.

14. The background of the study is to provide problem with the corresponding responses. 

15. Methodology and concussions within abstract are not clear. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	They are to be rechecked (e.g. References number 11 - has no year of publication and number 13 – too old). 
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	It is conversing. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	It is to be rechecked based on the comments provided
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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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