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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. The researchers should work on the grammatical structure of the write-up. 

Some distorted statements and paragraphs should be fixed. The paragraphs 
are too short. Therefore, proper use of linking words will help greatly.  
 

2. The visibility of scholars is grossly inadequate (cited scholars too few). Not 
much scholars reviewed. Do more review.   

 
 

 
1. The grammatical structure has been improved. 

 

        
2. scholars have been added to the review so that the visibility of 

scholars is sufficient 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Good research work but to be properly proof read as well as given some technical cross 
checking. 
 
 

 
 
has been checked for errors in writing by the author, has been corrected and 
put a yellow mark. Suggestions and inputs given by reviewers have been 
improved so that this paper becomes better. 
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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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