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	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.
	A very generic paper, but a good attempt to do research. This is more of a case study, since the authors have relied on only one project for their study. A correlation between the insights from the primary data and secondary data would have reinforced the findings of the study.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
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	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 should give a gist of the entire paper including the findings/results of the study. This is missing. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. However, details of Secondary Data collected and its usage in the study is missing. The entire study hinges on only the primary data. Information on how long the participants were involved in the project would have increased the reliability of the data. 
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	Yes
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The field data collection has been done in Mar 2016 as per the document, which means it is almost nine years old. Some insights on how the stakeholders for this project were identified as part of the study would have been useful for the readers. 
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