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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 
 

 
References in the text are not done to the style of the journal. 
 
There are typographical errors in the text that must be corrected. 
 
The CONCLUSION can mention specifically the general outcome of the  
Study (the current Conclusion sounds like a philosophical statement not 
Relevant to the data). 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The Figures and Tables are useful, explanatory, and well presented. 
 
The subject matter is relevant and interesting. 
 
Following corrections of revisions stated above the paper is suitable for publication. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 

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



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 
Kindly see the following link:  
 
http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20  
 
 

Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: Ronald Bartzatt 
Department, University & Country University of Nebraska, USA 

 


