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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

> Abstract —
v" make it in the format as mentioned in author instruction of the journal

» Introduction -
v Numbered References should be put in a square bracket and not as superscript
v' Leave space before any unit

» Materials and Methods ( not only Methods) -
v" Numbered References should be put in a square bracket and not as superscript
v Leave space before any unit

> Result and discussion — (Combine and not separately)
v" Numbered References should be put in a square bracket
v Leave space before any unit

> References —
v" All the numbered references mentioned in introduction, method and discussion
should be compiled with proper spacing

All observations and scrutiny by the reviewer has been duly corrected and
effected on the manuscript.

Thank you

Minor REVISION comments

All the corrections shown in note box

Optional/General comments

Good study
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