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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.

	
	

	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.

	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	
	

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

	




	

	Optional/General comments

	
A. Introduction
· The introduction should clearly show the research gaps which the study pushes to fill.
B. Literature review
· Conceptual review should critically look at the variables under discussion including their relationships and links. The study was not broad in conceptual discussions
· Empirical review should carry more recent studies in this area to clearly compare results
· The study lacks proper editing, so it should be properly proofread and edited.
· Theoretical justification for the study should be properly fine tuned
C. Results and Discussion
· Most of the analysis tables are not readable as the tables are scattered and not properly arranged. 
· The VECM table which is the main analysis technique for the study stated as “appendix 1” was not displayed in this study and at such, decisions made based on the analysis cannot be confirmed
· The findings of the study were also not discussed in relation to the reality on ground
D. Conclusion and policy implications
· The conclusion section of the paper should carry the possible limitations of the study and make suggestions for further studies based on the limitations.
E. References
· References should be properly formatted and ensure that all cited works are referenced. 
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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