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	PART  1: Review Comments


	Compulsory REVISION 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	1)	Putting theory name in your makes your title becoming too long. I want to suggest the authors phrasing the title.
2)	The authors need to explain some methodological aspects in your abstract. The research method is missing. 
3)	The main findings is not clearly stated in the abstract.
4)	The introduction section is too short. The problem statement needs to be explained, and the authors need to briefly explain the research context as well as highlighting your research gaps and contribution of the study. Please also highlight the objective or research questions. 
5)	Your LR should be synchronized with your research model/aims. Instead of explaining the theory, the authors need to applied the theory in the context of your study. 
6)	LR part also should be more rather than explaining and focusing on theory. 
7)	3. Aim of the study- this section should be inserted at the end of the introduction section.
8)	Research methodology is still lacking. The number of your informants and informants details are not explained. The validity and reliability of the qualitative data are also not explained. Please tell the readers the data collection process.
9)	The discussion part should be included as a stand-alone section and need to be discussed thoroughly. Please discuss the practical, policy and theoretical implications of the study. 
10)	In the conclusion section, the authors need to summarize back the research and provide research limitations and future research suggestions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	
	

	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.

	
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	Not fully robust.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Most of the citations are obeselete. Please update with the recent ones (2019-2024).
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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

	[bookmark: _GoBack]Requires proof read.



	

	Optional/General comments

	As mention above.
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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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