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PART 1: Review Comments

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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

The paper is publishable but with major revisions. Firstly, the full paper must be
professionally proofread by a native English speaker as academic writing standards
have not been met.

The topic is novel and approach is fair, however the major contribution of the paper
is missing in the introduction. Literature review is very weak and theoretical
underpinning is not evident. Overemphasis on the political event is noticed but it
does not add value to the paper. A conceptual review is noticed. No theory has been
discussed. It is not hypothesis — It is Hypotheses as there are many. Results and
discussions are fair, can include some diagnostic tests to confirm the estimation
technique.

The conclusion does not include recommendations, limitations and scope for further
research. The conclusion must be strengthened.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.
Kindly see the following link:

http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20
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