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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 1. Describe sampling procedures and sample size at section 2.2 We the authors thank the reviewer for requesting description of sampling

procedures. The sampling procedures are indicated in L69-74

2. Section 2.2 of materials and methods which contain figures and tables
should go to results This figures and tables have been moved to section 3

3. Where is discussion of this article? Not clearly seen. Kindly separate results

from discussion. In the discussion section, discuss why are the results are The authors thank the reviewer for this observation and the results have been
the way they are by relating it with other people’s similar r closely related compared with other studies for more scientific understanding L103-104, 125-
findings. This is missing in this article. 131, 141-143, 170-174, 197-203.

4. The conclusion is too long. Just make a summary of your results. Your
conclusion sounds like discussion of the results. In conclusion siting the
references is not required.

The conclusion have been summarized in L236-252

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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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)

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.
Kindly see the following link:

http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20

Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)




