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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) Number of references cited in the article is not sufficient enough for a review paper.
Please cite more relevant references.

2) Manuscript can be structured better. For examples, authors straightaway went from
abstract to main body. A meaningful introduction is recommended.

3) Review article without figures/tables is not going to help readers in understanding
the article crisply. | recommend to incorporate figures and tables in the manuscript.

4) Please mention the literature search engines used for writing this review article.
Also, do mention the period till which the references in this article covered.

5) Structure of the article does not seem to be convincing and understandable.
Please reorganize.

Overall, manuscript does not have technical concerns. However, it needs to be revised as
per the details mentioned above.
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