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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 authors should address below issues exactly for further consideration 

1. The English language of manuscript needs major revision. 

2. The literature review is poor and the authors should use updated references to define 

the novelty of their article clearly. 

3. In results and discussion, the authors should discuses on their results deeply. 

4. The authors should show the comparison between their results and previous works. 

 
 
 

(1) Grammatical mistakes and typographical errors have been identified 
and corrected. 

(2)  Literatures relating to the article have been reviewed accordingly; 
relevant references up to 2018 were included even before revision.    

(3) The results have been deeply discussed, just as it was earlier done, 
but with a few additions. 

(4) The results were compared with that of [3], [4], [23-25], even before 
revision.    
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