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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 
 

 
Good and well-written manuscript, although there were some typo and writing error. 
I have corrected them using track changes. (file attached). My suggestion to the 
author is to cite figure in chronological order.  
Figures are not cited in a chronological manner in text, ie fig 1b d is before 1 ac. 

 
The suggestions were made in the text. 
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