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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 
 

 
 
It will be appropriate to present charts, tables and figures according to the 
manuscript guidelines. 
The chart should be presented at the materials and methods, while tables and 
figures should appear at result and discussion rather than appearing at the appendix 
 
 
 

 
 
We accept the valid observations by the reviewer; these changes have been 
effected in the updated version of the manuscript. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
Abstract 

1. Line 24 ; correct the typographical error of repeating “at” twice and use the 
manuscript guideline of expressing P=.05 

2. Line 31 ; it should be “shows” and not show 
3. Line 34 ; Follow the manuscript guidelines for presenting the keywords 
 

Introduction 
Follow the manuscript guideline of numbering e.g 1.introduction 
 
Materials and Methods 

1. Follow the manuscript guideline of numbering e.g 2.Materials and Methods 
2. Bold format should be applied to the subheadings at line 105, 115, 134, 144, 153, 

161 and 183 
 

Result 
It should be presented as Results and Discussion with the numbering 3. As stated at the 
guideline. 
 
Please ensure your follow the Manuscript guideline for this journal 
 

 
 
 
Abstract 

1. The second “at” has been deleted and the statistical limit has been 
changed to conform to the manuscript guideline. 

2. Since “Results” is in the plural form we retain the verb “show” as 
appropriate. 

3. The keywords have been adjusted to follow the guidelines. 
 

Introduction 
The manuscript has been adjusted to follow the guideline of numbering  
Materials and Methods 

1. The manuscript has been adjusted to follow the guideline of 
numbering. 

2. The manuscript has been adjusted to follow the manuscript guidline 
and Bold format has been applied to the subheadings. 

 
Result 
This section of the manuscript has been edited and presented as Results and 
Discussion and numbered as 3 as stated at the guideline. 
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Optional/General comments 
 

 
A good contribution to research 
 
 
 
 

 
The issues raised by the reviewer have been addressed as outlined above; 
these have also been highlighted on the manuscript.  

 
PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 


