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the world for economic planning and other types of strategic
forecasting. For the scientific community, it is unquestionably

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate: Yes
Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct: Yes

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly

communications?

the authors of the article are attempting to convey.

The article's language and English quality are appropriate for scholarly
communications. | have a few editorial recommendations that the author may
want to take into account. These are not meant to change the message that

Optional/General comments

None

PART 2:

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)

Reviewer Details:

Name:

Thokozani Simelane

Department, University & Country

Human Sciences Research Council, South Africa

Created by: DR Checked by: PM

Approved by: MBM Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)




