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1. This paper has a lot of major and minor 

mistakes. Specially spelling mistakes and did 

not maintain proper spacing between the 

words. I must suggest the authors for 

carefully checking the whole MS and correct 

them before resubmission.  

 

2. This paper also needs English check. 

 

 

3. It seems that authors did not do self -review 

before submission.  

 

4. The sub-heading “Introduction”, and 

“Materials and Methods” were not found. 
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5. Introduction part has been very poorly 

written.  It should be rewritten and 

explaining rational behind undertaking this 

experiment. 
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