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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 
 

The author should re-write the Abstract, it is in one of the comment boxes in the 
manuscript. Again, the article is not technically sound and was NOT technically 
discussed. The author did not indicate the experimental design adopted in his/ her 
article. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

There was some wrong usage of tenses 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
I think this article is too shallow 
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