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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 entire work need to be reorganised and restructured by moving all the tables indicated 
in the materials and method to result. The materials and method was too cumbersome and 
need to rewritten and straight to the point of procedure .All highlights in red need to be 
removed, yellow to be added, green restructured and deep blue to be transferred to result. 
The command of English not encouraging.  
 

The revision has been attended throughout the manuscript. 
 
English has been improved thoroughly 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The corrections need to be effected before acceptance, otherwise it will affect the quality  
and reputation of the journal.  

Done 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The manuscript can be accepted after the corrections due to the enormous amount of 
scientific investigation and contribution to the knowledge of science. The author/authors 
were determined and up to the task of conducting a research.   
 
 

Corrections effected 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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