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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 
 

1. There is a repetition of words like “this article” in the abstract. Structurally it 
sounds monotonous. Please replace the words with some better ones.  

2. Background and introduction may be merged. Or, alternatively, you may 
write the introduction followed by the Review of literature. 

3. Please check all the in-text citations and match them with the references. 
4. You may include a methodology section where you can mention the review 

of secondary sources of literature and meta-analysis as tools for the study.  
5. In the title, replace the semi-colon with a colon mark and also remove the full 

stop at the end.  
 

1. The words usage has been corrected 
2. The background and introduction have been merged 
3. All missing in-text citations have been added 
4. A methodology section has been added 
5. The punctuations in the title have been adjusted accordingly 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Overall good attempt but it seems more like an essay rather than a scientific article.  
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feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 

 


