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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 1. Where the research is conducted, its location(s) and year(s) of the conduct of
the research needs to be known in abstract.

2. Statistical method used in analysing the data also needs to be stated.
3. INM is not a key word.
4. Tables should be in three lines as corrected in Table 1.
5. “Irrespective” appears too many in the text, alternative word(s) should be

used to replace it in some places, such as regardless and heedless.
6. Tenses needs to be checked.

1. Location and years of the research along with some other details has
been incorporated in the abstract.

2. Information regarding statistical analysis is added in the materials and
methods section.

3. Table format has been changed (by altering the visibility of some
borders).

4. The word Irrespective (along with other repetitive words) has been
replaced with alternative words in some portions of the text.

5. Tenses are corrected as per the suggestion of the reviewer.

N Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

PART  2:

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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) There is no ethical issue in connection with the experiment.


