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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 
 

On the average the paper is ok. However there are minor comments/revisions that 
need to be addressed. The use of terms which are not standard should be checked. 
The word “witness” has been used in several places. I found that this term should be 
replaced by the word “control” when one is publishing in English journals. In the 
tables the use of commas instead of decimal places should be checked and 
corrected. In some areas some statements are not clear and have to be rephrased. 
These comments/revisions are given on the respective sections of the document. I 
recommend the paper to be accepted for publication after addressing the indicated 
corrections/comments below in the Minor revisions section.  
 

 
All corrections suggested by reviewers were made. 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

There are numerous typographical, conceptual and other minor corrections to be 
made in respective pages of the document which I have indicated. These corrections 
on the overall are minor and doable. I have highlighted them in red. The author(s) 
should systematically address them before the paper is finally accepted for 
publication. 
 

All corrections suggested by reviewers were made. 
 

Optional/General comments 
 

None 
 
 
 

All corrections suggested by reviewers were made. 
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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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


