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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 1. Abstract needs rewriting. There are many 

grammatical errors. 
2. There are many grammatical errors in the main 

MS too, like in line number 14, 23 etc. 
3. Many sentences are not clear like line number 

33, 48, 74-76, 80-81, 126-129, 131, 136 etc. 
4. When using such references in the MS like in 

line number 22, 28, 36, 104, 116, 139 etc. usually 
the author names are written with the reference 
number. 

5. Table number 1’s caption is not clear. 
6. In the MS, there is reference number 25, but in 

the references, there is reference number up to 
23. Reference number is mixed up, as there is 
no reference number of line number 180 and 
184.  

 

The abstract was totality revised, when was verify 
the grammar as solicited . 
 
All the considerations are relevant and contribute 
greatly to the improvement of the article. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Few sentences are badly constructed like in line 

number 62, 80 etc. 
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