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Compulsory REVISION comments Reviewer’'s comment 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 few sentences regarding the
importance this manuscript for scientific

This manuscript highlights the changes in the segment. As well as also highlight the interest changes
to the script. The author tired to study the impact of it on the investor’s behavior. So, he attempted

community. Why do you like (or dislike) this nicely.
manuscript? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be

required for this part.

Is the title of the article suitable? Yes.

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do Accepted.

you suggest addition (or deletion) of some points
in this section? Please write your suggestions
here.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

In figure one , the researcher tried to highlight future trend , where I am not much clear as not
much aware of china’s economy. If possible, why he shown the indication need to highlight.

Please write few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
think that this manuscript is scientifically robust
and technically sound? Minimum 3-4 sentences
may be required for this part.

This script is scientifically proper, able to highlight his study properly. Not only that able to
elaborate the study with the calculative ground at par.

As areviewer | wish to give boost support to the researcher who attempt with the statistically
count and able to contribute for his economic segment.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestion of additional references, please
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Yes.

Minor REVISION comments

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

No need.
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