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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. There are many instances of poorly structured phrases, sentences, and grammars identified in the 
manuscript for appropriate corrections (see the reviewed manuscript for better options).  
2. The referencing format used by the author(s) in the entire manuscript is not in conformity with Science 
domain recommended standard (see from the introduction to the reference)   
3. The organization of some of the sub-headings require widespread corrections as recommended in the 
reviewed manuscript.  

1. Authors agreed with reviewer’s comment. Some sentences 
were corrected and highlighted. 
2. New manuscript submitted is in conformity with format of 
science domain standard. 
3. Recommendations about sub-headings were considered 
by author in new submitted manuscript version.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

This is a good manuscript but the researcher(s) need to correct the technical issues raised so as to offer 
it a very good and publishable shape.  

Technical issues raised by reviewer were corrected and 
highlighted 

 
 
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) 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 


