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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

(1). Kindly correct your citation pattern. Citations in the text, should be indicated by normal 
reference number and not superscript. This is Preferably in a bracket [ ], as stated in the 
authors’ guidelines at www.sciencedomain.org/journal/23/ authors-instruction. Refer for 
further clarifications.         
 
(2). Please cross check and correct the position of dates on a cited and referenced 
journals. All references should follow the journals prescribed style. Eg, reference to a 
journal, for published paper: 
1. Hilly M, Adams ML, Nelson SC. A study of digit fusion in the mouse embryo. Clin Exp 
Allergy. 2002;32(4):489-98. Please refer to the paper template or authors guidelines at 
www.sciencedomain.org/journal/23/ authors-instruction, for further clarifications. 

All have been corrected. Done.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
Position of date has been corrected.  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
A good abstract, with a well presented commentary and an encompassing conclusion. 
 
Red highlights on manuscript signifies delete /make corrections 
Green highlights on manuscript signifies add /corrected 
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As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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