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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

Graphic figures should be clearly indicated outside under it; not inside the figure.
Precise results should be reported in the abstract. Results should be discuss
more and supported with recent citations. References and citations should follow
journal guidelines.

Minor REVISION comments

Minor corrections should be corrected as highlighted and indicated in the
manuscript.

All corrections have been done

Optional/General comments

Methodology was clear and understandable. Graphic figures should be clearly
indicated outside under it; not inside the figure. Precise results should be reported
in the abstract. . Results should be discuss more and supported with recent
citations. References and citations should follow journal guidelines. The
manuscript should be consider for publication after minor correction and
moderate revisions especially for supporting the results with recent citations.
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