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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

On the methodology part it is NOT clear how the research has been conducted,
example a bibliometric?

On the analysis part there is no explanation on analysis of the data. For example
meta analysis maybe?

This is a review paper based on simple literature survey based on the
published sources from Web of Science (former ISI), Scopus as well as
Google Scholar.

As this is a review article, there is no sue of data. All the the
information reported in this paper are based on literature search.

Minor REVISION comments

Author should not use “I” in the writing as referring to the author.” | also expect this.....
Instead, use this study hopes to find.... or current research hopes....

The suggestion has been tried to be implemented on the revised version.

Optional/General comments

The structure of manuscript, should it be the literature review then only comes the research
methodology? Author should change the structure of manuscript.

Author has all the information, however the structure, the component of research method
and analysis of the data were vague.

Yes, this is a review a paper. However, still there is a “Research method”
section that explains how the paper has been formed and where the
information came from.
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Reviewer’s comment

IAuthor’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)
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