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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

Minor REVISION comments

In the line no 58, there is a space gap.

Gap should be minimized.
This has been taken care of.

Optional/General comments

Authors has described that
Values with different letters as superscript across a row are significantly different at p <
0.05.

If possible write only one or two word for clarification what has been shown by
superscript a, b, ¢ ,d exactly .

It is a conventional was of expressing significant differences in mean
values
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Created by: EA Checked by: ME

Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)



http://sciencedomain.org/journal/13
http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline

