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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	The importance of this paper to the scientific community is as follows:

1. It addresses a rarely researched public policy.

2. It examines the factors influencing the availability of products needed by the public.

3. The results of this paper are primarily aimed at policymakers, demonstrating the connection between the academic world and government.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of this article is appropriate
	

	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 of this article is a little less comprehensive because it does not include suggestions for theory and research that can be carried out in the future.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript is scientifically correct because it follows the scientific research flow of thought.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used are sufficient and up to date.
	

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


	The language/English quality of this article is suitable for scientific communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this scientific article is good. The following suggestions are recommended:

1. The theoretical review is written with sub-chapter titles in the order in which the theory is tested in the scientific article.

2. Theoretical suggestions and suggestions for future research are included in the recommendations and at the end of the paper.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There are no ethical issues in this manuscript
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