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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Corrections have been done in the Manuscript. 
Numbering order should be changed. 1. Introduction, 2. Methodology…… 
Font style, grammar and language also should be reconsidered throughout the article. 
 
Detail about ManikkadaiNool should be clearly stated. 
Justification should be clearly written. 
 
Literature Facts are not enough.  
 
Simple statistical method results didn’t mention 
Discussion should be written with any related study results. 
 
Conclusion part should be improved. 
Any relation between the ManikkadaiNool and Naddi? 
Didn’t refer any related manuscripts??? 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

References are not enough. More than 50 references are important to maintain the standard of the research paper. If possible. 
References should be increased. 
 
Future suggestions and recommendation should be included. 
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Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: VinothaSanmugarajah  

Department, University & Country University of Jaffna, Sri Lanka 

 
 
 


