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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

There is no Review of literature.. 
References are not cited properly. 
No empirical evidence 
There is no clear direction of the paper. 
No empirical evidences supported his argument 

 

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional /General  comments 
 

For me it looks like a term paper writing for a MA level 
course (still without any clear direction).  The author 
must follow some format of writing research paper. 
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