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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 
 

 
 

• The tables and figures should be inserted in the appropriate portion of the 
body of the results presentation 

• A page should be used to present one table or figure as the case may be 
• References should be arranged in alphabetical order 
• Conclusion need to be reframed 
 

 
 
 
 
 

The tables and figures have been inserted into the appropriate portion 
of the results and discussion section with a table or figure occupying 
separate page. The reference section is in line with the guidelines 
written in the instruction to authors.  
“References must be listed at the end of the manuscript and numbered 
in the order that they appear in the text. Every reference referred in the 
text must also present in the reference list and vice versa. In the text, 
citations should be indicated by the reference number in brackets [3].” 

Also the conclusion has been reframed to indicate the clear summary of the 
results. 
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• Few typo errors to be corrected 

 
 
 
 

The manuscript has been thoroughly read and all typographical errors 
corrected.  
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