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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments

(1). Please review to cross check some spellings, punctuations and grammertical errors,
and correct them accordingly.

(2). Endeavor to explain the contents of your tables and figures right under your Results,
and not under your tables and figures, then make reference to the tables and figures as the
explanations progresses.

(3). “Tables & figures should be placed inside the text. They should be presented as per
their appearance in the text. It is suggested that the discussion about the tables and figures
should appear in the text before the appearance of the respective tables and figures”.
(Please see authors guidelines at www.sciencedomain.org/journal/23/ authors-instruction,
for further clarifications).

(4). kindly separate your full discussion of this work from your result. This could be done
either by placing them in a separate paragraphs, with the result first, or giving them
separate headings.

(5). “The discussion should not repeat the results, but provide detailed interpretation of
data. This should interpret the significance of the findings of the work. Citations should be
given in support of the findings”. (Please see authors guidelines at
www.sciencedomain.org/journal/23/ authors-instruction, for further clarifications).

Optional/General comments

Good research article
See manuscript

RBH highlights signifies: delete / make corrections

Green highlights signifies: add / guide to correction
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