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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 
 

This ms contains useful information but needs heavy editing and checking: 
1. Text needs to be proofed and much more concise. 
2. Numbers should use “.” for decimal point. 
3. Conclusions can be expanded. 
4. References should be arranged by order of use. 
5. Table 6 values correct? 

 

1. The text has been revised and amended as requested by the 
reviewers. 
2. The units of the tables have been changed (comma by point). 
3. I have expanded the conclusion. 
4. References are in accordance with the journal's standards. 
5. Yes. The values in Table 6 are correct (I changed the commas by 
point). 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

The article was corrected at the suggestion of the reviewers. 
 
 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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