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Reviewer’'s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. The introduction did not provide the necessary background information.

2. Result and discussion section were mixed. They should be revised. Result was
written twice. Which one is true??

3. Discussion section should be written again. It was not critically written.

4. References were not new dated.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

1. The introduction did not provide the necessary background information.

2. Result and discussion section were mixed. They should be revised. Result was
written twice. Which one is true??

3. Discussion section should be written again. It was not critically written.

4. References were not new dated.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.
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