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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 literature review is poor and the authors should use updated references to
define the novelty of their article clearly.

2. Statistical analyses should be performed to refine the raw data to random number
datasets arranged in tabular form.

3. A detailed description of the method and relevant tests of randomness should

discussed.

1. All relevant recent reviews were incorporated in this field, which are
required to draw a valid conclusion. Chakrabarty’s most recent developed
random number table has also been mentioned and highlighted as well.

2. As it is a review paper, only findings of other researchers were presented
within its scope.

3. Descriptions have been presented in tests of randomness section (3.1, 3.2,
3.3).

Minor REVISION 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)
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