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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript/study is having a significant scientific value. This is a very interesting topic that can help the government to look into its place in Pvt. sector development. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title looks appropriate to the study. 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract needs more details about the research methodology used including sample size and selection and other details. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No, a few aspects such as problem statement, the arrangement of topics and language structure needs to be looked at and revised. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Good number of references used however, the literature are too old. The author must change the literature and not use any literature older than 5 years to make your study reliable and trendy. 
	

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


	The language needs refinement.
For instance, in the first line in the abstract, “The development of the private sector, especially small and medium-scale enterprises (SMEs), in any nation is crucial for economic growth and socio-economic development of such a nation.” This line can be improved. 
Many such small and big language and structural issues are visible. I would advice the author to go a thorough proof reading of the manuscript. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Your hypothesis can be improved by looking at the following things: 

1. Make them more precise and concise

2.  Ensure consistent phrasing for readability.

3.  Instead of "weak institutions for industrial development," a more precise term like "institutional weakness in industrial development" is preferable.

4. Ensure that each hypothesis is measurable and testable.
Table need to be named and numbered as per the standard requirements of the journal. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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