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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Abstract was completely plagiarized

References should be compatible with reference style recommended by the journal in
GUIDELINE FOR AUTHORS

Thank you for the comments. We have taken them into careful consideration
and revised the MS accordingly.

Kindly note, that the abstract is a copy of our work that was a poster
contribution from us for an international conference and no plagiarism.

The abstract has been modified and the references are now as per journal
guidelines for authors.

Minor REVISION comments

Grammars and some font editions, highlighted an illustrated as comments in the
manuscript

DONE

Optional/General comments

None

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.
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