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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

The time periods chosen, by the author for the review of the records, is probably too
old to reflect the current situations of things in the study area. The result therefore
may not be relevant to the reality on ground now. It is properly done for an academic
purpose.

There is a need to do a total overhauling of the use of English language for the
article to have a good meaning and to be able to effectively convey its intended
message.

The referencing of materials is too old. The author will be better off discussing his or
her results using more recent studies.

| am agree with you but we already prepare more recent study up to date to
reflect our situations and this old one is important for comparison to detect our
mistakes, success and recommendations .

The article language revised to have good meanings.In recent study we will
consider this from the start.

We already prepare more recent study for comparison .

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/Generalcomments

Thank you so much for very valuable comments.

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)

No

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.

Kindly see the following link:
http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20
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