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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 font of title must be uniform. The article doesn’t fall within the scope of journal.  
Methodology has been written poorly and doesn’t follow the international standards. 
Writing style is poor and equation has been written in inappropriate way. 
Experimental design and data analysis are both different things and cannot be 
placed under the same headings. 
Moreover the sequence of writing the paper is very poor. Why you perform turkey 
test? Conclusion is incomplete. 
Graphical representation of results is too weak to understand? The graph must be 
statistically correct. The results were given in percentage and unable to find the 
mean value, standard deviation or standard error measurement. The results is also 
given in percentage which is not right way 
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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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