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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
1. The results and discussion section is very weak and no emphasis is given on the

discussion of the results like why certain effects are coming in to existence and what

could be the possible reason behind them? 2. Conclusion: not properly written. 3. Results

and conclusion: The section devoted to the explanation of the results suffers from the

same problems revealed so far. Your storyline in the results section (and conclusion) is

hard to follow. Moreover, the conclusions reached are really far from what one can infer

from the empirical results.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
The discussion should be rather organized around arguments avoiding simply

describing details without providing much meaning. A real discussion should also link

the findings of the study to theory and/or literature.
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