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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. The work is well done and statistical analysis is also performed well. Explanation 
is satisfactory. 
2. But the language and the way of description needs betterment. 
3. Para 3 in section 3.1- reconstruction of the sentence needed 

 
The manuscript has corrected accordingly 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Line 5,6,7,8 ,11 in abstract section- grammatical  / typographical error 
2. Line-24, 31 in Introduction section- grammatical  / typographical error 
3. Line- 7, 8 in section 2.1- grammatical  / typographical error 
4. section 2.2- heading- grammatical  / typographical error 
5. line 3,4 in 2.2.1.- grammatical  / typographical error 
6. line 1, 5 in section 2. 2.2- Sentence reconstruction 
7. line 1 in section 2.3..- typographical/ grammatical error 
8. line 3,7 in 2.3- grammatical error 
9. line 2,3,4 in section 2.3.2- grammatical or typographical error 
10. line 5 in para 5 in section 3.1- grammatical or typographical error 
11. line 1 in para 1 of section 3.2.1- typographical error 
12. line 2 in para 2 of section 3.2.1-typographical grammatical error 
13. Line 1, 3 in para 1 of section 3.2.3- typographical grammatical error 
 
 

 
 
 
 
All remarks have been taken into consideration 
 
 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
1. Work is well  organized. But the writing style has to be improved and must take care to 
avoid typographical errors. 
 
 

Considerable care has been taken 
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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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 


