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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 manuscript contains interesting results, | think it
can be approved with minor changes

Minor REVISION comments

In the Introduction section (line 28) What is the
meaning of .5 < 35/5? Please check it and if is
necessary remove it

Flease check the format of whole document,
because there are different formats.

Figure 1 — 4 should be improved. | suggest that
the y-axis scale will be cut, around 2.0, in order
to view the behaviour.

Please check if the reference sections is in
agree with the author guideline

Optional/General comments

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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