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Reviewer C: 

Recommendation: Revisions Required 

 

------------------------------------------------------ 

The TITLE is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 

The title is clear and adequate for the article. 

The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results. 

The abstract is clear and it presents the object, methods, and results. However, there 

are a few grammatical errors that need to be corrected. 

There are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article. 

There are some grammatical errors that the authors need to check. There are no 

spelling mistakes. 

The study METHODS are explained clearly. 

The methods are well explained. However, the authors could have summarised it to 

capture the attention of readers. The explanation of the methods is good.  

Note: The authors have to cross-check the model equations because there are some 

things missing. 

The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors. 

The body is clear but there are some grammatical errors. 

The authors have to adapt to one citation style. At some, they used the word "and" 

and the symbol "&" which need to be checked. The authors should avoid repeating 

one word in other paragraphs. In the literature review, some paragraphs are too long 

and need to be shortened. 

The CONCLUSION or summary is accurate and supported by the content. 

The conclusion is not fully adequate. The methods, objectives, and results must be 

summarised as part of the conclusion. Conversely, limitations and policy implications 

from the findings are also missing. If a separate chapter is not given for policy 

implications and limitations, they should be part of the conclusion. 

The list of REFERENCES is comprehensive and appropriate. 

The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 

Please rate the TITLE of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 



5 

  

Please rate the ABSTRACT of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

4 

  

Please rate the LANGUAGE of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

4 

  

Please rate the METHODS of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

4 

  

Please rate the BODY of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

4 

  

Please rate the CONCLUSION of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

4 

  

Please rate the REFERENCES of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

5 



  

Overall Recommendation!!! 

Accepted, minor revision needed 

  

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s): 

The construction of sentences is very important for readers. The authors need to 

cross-check the grammar aspect of the paper. For example phrases like " due to the 

fact that" can be replaced with " because of " which makes the sentences simple and 

well organized. The paper has a lot of potentials; hence put in much effort to avoid 

hard-to-read texts. 

------------------------------------------------------ 

 

 

 


