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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

According to GUIDELINE FOR AUTHORS (available on journal’s page),
Research Papers should follow the structure of Abstract, Introduction,
Methodology, Results and Discussion, Conclusion. This article has not a
conclusion. Please correct that.

Methodology:
Please inform the formula used to find the TSG and FEP.

Results and Discussion:

To Explain all acronyms used in the 1* paragraph and table 1.

Where is the statistical significance on graphics? It is essential for discussion of
the founded results.

According to GUIDELINE FOR AUTHORS, the figures and table should be cited
in the text. Please correct it.

According to GUIDELINE FOR AUTHORS, Table headings should be placed
above the table. In this paper the tables headings are missing. Please correct that.

Where is the discussion??? This should interpret the significance of the
findings of the work. Citations should be given in support of the findings.

Minor REVISION comments

Introduction:
Check the beginning of 2 paragraph.

Optional/General comments
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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?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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