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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 
 

 Modify the conclusion and present the major findings in an explicit way. 
 All the references should be cited in the body of the text and vice versa. 
 Discussion is completely missing. Only results were portrayed. Thus include 

a discussion section. 
 Modify the introduction section as per the comments enclosed in the 

manuscript.  

The corrections mentioned in the manuscript by the reviewer has been made. 
Analysis and discussion added and conclusion is presented as per the 
suggestion. 
Reference has been rearranged and they are included in the text at 
appropriate places. 
Introduction also modified. 
 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Modify the caption of the figures with the proper title. 
 
 
 

Tables, Figures and Graphs are properly captioned as suggested 

Optional/General comments 
 

Exclude table no. 4 and 5. As, the same is also represented in the form of graphs.  
 
 
 

Yes.I have  excluded the table no.4 and 5. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 

 
 


