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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 language of manuscript needs more improvement. 
 The references in the body of the text should be arranged chronologically. 
 Old references should be replaced by very recent ones. 
 The references should be written in the same style.  
 The conclusion should be more specific and related to the main idea of the 

research.  
 
 

 
I think the language of expression is in order.  
The references  have been re-arranged according to authors  guidelines of 
the journal.  Thank you for the observation. 
The  old references are methodology and is a standard, in replicating an 
experiment. However, few others were contained therein. 
 The same style was adopted in writing  the references. 
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