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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
There is need to overhaul the language in the entire script. I think the author should
engage an English language expert to edit the whole script.

There is so much repititon of some words.

There is excessive use of abbreviations repeatedly.

Reference to be reviewed.  The year of publication of some reference not included.
While for others the pages were not included.

Thank you for the comments. The language has been worked on.

This has also been reduced. Thank you.

This has been reviewed and the years of publications and page numbers
included. Thank you.

Minor REVISION comments
I have tracked some changes and attached it to the revised comments Thank you very much Sir. This was quite helpful. We appreciate and have

accepted all the tracked changes.
Optional/General comments
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