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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 should be improved. Time period of experiment with experimental design 
should be incorporated 
Should include more background and significance of the work in the introduction  
Materials method section should be rewritten with details of the biomass 
determination with equations as well 
More details should be added in the discussion section to publish as a full length 
article 

The Abstract, Materials method and Introduction was improved.  
 
Papers were added to the discussion. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Reference should be checked according to journals format 
Should add more data and details to publish as a full length article 

Suggestions accepted and modified in the manuscript. 

Optional/General comments 
 

Grammatical errors should be checked and manuscript should be improved with proper 
English writing 

Suggestions accepted and modified in the manuscript. 
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