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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
When title says conceptual exploration, Decent work is not defined any where.  
Conceptual framework of social dialogue was not represented diagrammatically at 
all.  
 
Reforms done by Nigeria were too elaborated. What about the other countries?  
Clarity is needed in terms of the basic problems felt by port workers and 
methodologies used by different researchers. 
Content can be reduced and sorted out more systematically as per the title and 
objectives of the research. 
 

 
Title of the Paper has been modified as suggested by the Reviewer. 
 
Further research work is expected to engage with comparative analysis and 
understanding of Decent Work in other countries. 
 
The focus of this particular Paper is conceptual and methodological 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Minor grammatical mistakes are found which require thorough checking before final 
submission. 
 
 

Corrections of grammatical mistakes have been effected, and as per 
reviewers  comments. 

Optional/General comments 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 

that part in the manuscript. 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 details) 
 
There are no ethical issues in this manuscript. 
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