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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 (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.


	1) The topic is attractive,
2) The theme is relatively new

3) It is focused on e-Commerce

4) It throws more light on growth of retail shops
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is suitable
	

	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.


	Not too Comprehensive with the following observations:
a) The abstract has abbreviations that were never defined not even in the body of the research: Research norms insists that  words should first be written full before using abbreviations,

b) The data analyses stated the followings: “To find out how people behaved and how many adopted, descriptive statistics were used, while t-tests, ANOVA, chi-square tests, and multiple regression were used to check if the differences and relationships seen were significant”
But the entire research and the appendixes did not provide the full evidence of the analysis  using the above  statistical tools
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is scientific
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is relatively sufficient
	

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


	The English is suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	a) The data analyses stated the followings: “To find out how people behaved and how many adopted, descriptive statistics were used, while t-tests, ANOVA, chi-square tests, and multiple regression were used to check if the differences and relationships seen were significant”
But the entire research and the appendixes did not provide the full evidence of the analysis  using the above  statistical tools
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

There are no ethical issues
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