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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 
 

Generally, it is an interesting piece of work. However, there 
are few areas of concern.  

- The author has tried to trace the problem of the study 
but the problem statement and the significance of the 
study is not clearly stated  
 

- There are typos and some errors that require 
language editing. E.g. line 91- there is semicolon; 
before Trees.  
 

- Some sentences are too long, they require breaking 
in to two see e.g. line 41-43 is a single sentence. 

- The title is very long (27 words). It will look good if 
shorten.  

 

 
 
- Agreed with the reviewer, discussion 
has been elaborated accordingly to highlight 
the significance of the study.  
 
- Agreed with the reviewer, language 
and typo errors have been corrected and 
highlighted in the manuscript. 
- Agreed with the reviewer, sentences 
have been broken down wherever required and 
highlighted wherever possible. 
- Agreed with the reviewer, title has 
been shortened and highlighted in the 
manuscript. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

- The author should try rewording of sentences that 
start with numbers e.g. line145 and lines 178-79.  

- Agreed with the reviewer, corrected 
and highlighted in the manuscript. 
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