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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	Explains effects of reducing government controls 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suitable as it can help not only scholars but practitioners by informing policy decisions. In brief, scientists can study current trends in governments.
	

	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.


	Yes! It is comprehensive but hasn’t addressed paper. It has captured what is not provided in the methodology and findings e.g. purposive sampling, sample size of 50 respondents etc. Abstract should captured entire sections of the paper including the findings, conclusion and recommendations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but if the author reorganizes it. The author needs to provide contextual analysis of the topic. By mentioning a sample of 50 at abstract and doesn’t show in methodology makes audience question its validity. Again, the author mentions to have interviewed several stakeholders, but I don’t the voice of the respondents in data analysis. The study findings lack the quantitative data as suggested in methodology and abstract. Some sections require citation to avoid being allegations e.g. As a landlocked nation, the country faces unique challenges in securing fuel supplies… The absence of evidence in the findings that the author carried out interviews makes the paper scientifically weak because I am not sure which one is author’s observations from the analyzed areas and which one is part of the literature. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	NO. The author needs to guide the audience to understand the type of references used. In some paragraphs the author has not adhered to in-text citation e.g. using website as a source. The author to read the paper and extract key information including the author of the article being cited e.g. www.the herald.co.zw; www.worldbank.org. 
	

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


	Yes, but needs major editing e.g. Despite the embracing of deregulation globally…  The author needs to make the language flow to allow the reader follow e.g. Zimbabwe’s macroeconomic environment continues to present significant investment risks. Thus, the study indicates. It is confusing what the author found.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The research problem is not coming out clearly although the topic has rich literature not only in Zimbabwe but globally. When I read the topic, I had high expectation to read more about deregulation in Zimbamwe but I didn’t get. The question I am asking myself:  What was the problem being addressed by the author? Where are the findings from document analysis and where are findings from interviews?. Recommendations can come after conclusion because they are based on author’s observations from the findings. Some findings don’t look real e.g. foreign currency shortages has been mentioned several times in the document (at literature and findings). Now the question is what about it? Also, I am not seeing other areas of focus as per the topic: Opportunities and policy implications
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	I have not encountered as I have read manually. 

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