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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 
 

 
 Leave space before unit in review of literature, materials and methods 
 Combine Result with Discussion. 

 

 
 The indicated sections of the manuscript have been spaced out in the 

updated manuscript 
 Results and Discussion sections of the manuscript have been 

combined as stipulated in the guidelines 
Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The corrections suggested in the note box need to be considered 
 

The following suggestions in the note box have been addressed: 
 The various section headers of the manuscript have been numbered 

as stipulated in the guidelines (line 37) 
  Line 119: space has been added between the temperature value and 

the unit of measurement symbol. 
 Line 137: “th” has been modified to superscript. 
 Line 150: space has been added between the temperature value and 

the unit of measurement symbol. 
 Line 203: the statistical limit has been changed to conform to the 

manuscript guideline. 
Optional/General comments 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 

 
 


