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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. Author should kindly number the figures in 1.0 appropriately a there are 4 

different figures in 1.0. Thus, author can say 1a, 1b, 1c and 1d to differentiate 
the figures. (Line 171) 

2. State and/or note the significance difference if any, in Line 202. 
 
 
 

1. The corrections have been effected. 
2. Significance difference has been inserted. 

 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Author should correct the errors noted in Lines 10, 21, 35, 133, 213, 245, and 265. 
 
More recent references will be better if available 
 
 

Errors noted have been corrected. The references are standard. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 
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) 
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