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Minor REVISION comments 
 

References 2,3 and 17 should be formatted to be consistent with journal style and other 
references as appeared in the manuscript.  
See manuscript for minor corrections. 
 
 
 
 

All the corrections have been done as per the suggestion of the reviewer. 
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improve the quality of the manuscript based on the thoughtful comments of 
the reviewers. We have thankfully acknowledged the contribution of the 
reviewers in the acknowledgement section of this manuscript. 
 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The work is expansive and showed author’s strong understanding of the research 
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