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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. A lot of grammatical and typographical mistakes have been noticed. The 

corrections are done from my side. Please see the corrections all over the 

manuscript and notice them. 

2. Once the full forms of the scientific name are provided, please use 

abbreviated form afterwards. 

3. Stop using Capital Letter in every sentence. Capital Letter does not stress 

the data inputs, so use judiciously.  

4. Discussion needs comparison between already done studies in a 

comprehensive manner, moreover, pros of the present work, its advantages 

and superiorities must be significantly highlighted. 

5. References should be provided to all sub-sections of Materials & Methods. 

6. The references are not uniform and not according to the Journal’s 

instructions. 

 

A MINOR REVISION IS ADVISED FOR THIS MANUSCRIPT 

 

1. All the errors has been corrected as indicated. 
 

2. The abbreviations have been used as stipulated. 
 

3. Issue has been corrected. 
 

4. The discussion has been adjusted accordingly 
 

5. References have been put in the Materials & Methods 
 

6. References have been made uniform and is according to the 
Journal’s instructions. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
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PART  2:  
 

 
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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


