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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

1. Citations must be checked properly. 
2. Related work is poorly written. It seems as written in chunks where work by 

different researchers does not have relation. Authors are advised to present 
the related work so as to maintain a flow of evolutions. Authors can also 
present the same in form of a table so as to present the comparative analysis. 

3. Research gap should be identified. 
4. Heading of section 3 can be Research contribution as background has already 

been discussed. 
5. Research contribution of the authors must be presented in form of a bulleted 

list. 
6. The results and findings must be presented as a separate section. 
7. Fig. 4 seems to be directly taken from some source. Authors are advised to 

ensure that it does not violate any copyright. 
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1. There are formatting discrepancies at some instances. 
2. Authors must carefully proofread the paper so as to avoid any grammatical 

mistakes. 
3. The figures, when referred in the text during callout should not be bold. It should be 

in the running text. 
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