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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 
 

 
Your abstract is either misleading or inaccurate. You state that it is a 
“debate”. However, you do not prove that. Research, yes. But debate? No. 
Either revise or prove. 

The observation is valid. It has been taken care of. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Line 77 does not require “However”. 
 
 

“However” has been removed from the line. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
This is a good paper. I would revise the abstract to accurately reflect your study. 
 

Noted! 
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