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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 
 

No.1. Prepare the abstract part within 10-13 lines. 
No.2. Is it possible to remove some sentences from introduction part. 
No.3.Recheck the references (References are not according to the Journal format) 

1) I don’t quite understand the comment. The abstract is supposed to be 
not more than 300 words as per the guidelines and no specifications 
as per the number of lines. Also, the number of lines it assumes will 
depend on the size of the text box containing the abstract. The 
smaller the text box, the more the number of lines. Please can the 
comment be made clearer?  

2) Noted and executed  
3) Noted with thanks. 
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As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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