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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (agree with the reviewer) 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
Nil 

 
The paper requires no modification. It is very adequate and makes original 
contribution. The abstract, introduction/ literature review, analytical processes, line 
of argument and conclusion is adequate. However, author should check references 
to avoid inconsistency. 
 

Thank you so much for the comments. I have checked the consistency of the 
references both in the text and the list of references. 
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