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(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)
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Scientifically the manuscript is correct, but it suffers from such limitations. For example, we
can note that at the level of the literature review section; the section 2.1 Theory Of Perceived
Risk must be followed by the subsections relative to perceived risk dimensions (financial, social,
product, security, time and psychological risks) and not by the section relative to intention.
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The author has to evoke contributions and managerial implications at the level of the conclusion.
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