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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 Researchers should check table 1 and other tables in the work, there seems to 
be no superscript on the results, did the researcher carried out statistical analysis 
on this result. If yes then that should be included. They should also indicate which 
values (columns or rows ) on the table have  significant difference and at what 
percentage (p≥0.05)  
 
 
 

Corrections Done. 
It has been mentioned now in subheading 2.9. Statistical Analysis: 
“All values represented in table 1 are mean of three replicates (n=3) with 
standard deviation ranging from ±0.7 to ±1.8.” 
However, values in table 1 cannot be presented as ± standard deviation as 
principal component analysis was performed on the entire data and the 
software used for PCA (The unscramble X 10.5) does not take SD values. 
To the best of our knowledge, PCA has been used for the first time on this 
kind of research. So, just for better understanding and future use of PCA, 
table 1 is presented same as it has been used for PCA analysis.  
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
They should be consistent in their referencing style. The first (1) reference has a different 
referencing style for the second reference (2). 
 
 
 

 
 
Corrections done. References have been rearranged.  

Optional/General comments The research work is rich and will add to the store of knowledge. I recommend that it 
should be published after the corrections have been made. 

 

 


