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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 
 

 
This study supposed to thought provoking, but has several MISTAKES  

1. Manuscript are written in the following ICMJE format:  
I=INTRODUCTION 
M=METHODOLOGY 
R=RESULTS 
D=DISCUSSION is missing!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 
A=ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 
R=References 

 
2. Even in the introduction no reference is cited? 
3. Due to fundamental omission above ?what type of reference did you apply? 
4. This makes this manuscript suspicious of its ORIGINALITY. 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
I have highlighted in the red other non-fundamental flaws, which should be corrected !!!! 
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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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