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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 1) Agree with first point- the cited paper in
1) The abstract was wrongly written. Author shottldn “Abstract” has been removed.

cite the author in the abstract.
2) In the introduction sections; try to avoid usithg 2) | have rewrite this 38-39 paragraph
world “we”. (i) Try to re-write paragraph 38-3®
establish product superiority, enhance markefing 3) |nclude the reason to conduct this
strategy, introducing advance technology as wel| as study.

gaining economic of scale via enlarging manufaotir
nation’s productivity. (iii) Include the gap/praoh

statement? Why this studies need to be conducted? 4) The literature review has been

Please gives proper flow> background, gap @gnd revised

objective of paper.

3) In the Literature review, author tends to repbd

findings, not performing literature review. Please

type.
Minor REVISION comments

1) Wrongly update title for table 1 and 2. Please check. Not agree the table title is correctly updated
Optional /General comments Author have a good ideas, but not arrange properly.

Not agree with this point
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