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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
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	The paper is technically suitable to be published as its present form. But, graphical representations and schematic diagrams/flowcharts would have been better to be representing at a glance. Moreover, pictures, photos and images of the affected people would have been better to represent the Covid-19 era. The researcher would have put together his findings , suggestions and recommendations for further research.
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