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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 
 

 
Let the corresponding author re-work his thesis as plagiarism is beyond the limit of 
30% 
 

I agreed with the reviewer comments. However, figures 1, 2 and 3 can still be 
do away with from the study and has been removed completely. 
The manuscript has been re-written and all necessary adjustment have been 
made. 
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