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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 
 

 
methodology 
 

-  I think details of the sample size calculation are needed; set variables, 
mathematical demonstrations, etc. 

 
Results 
 

- Result comments should always precede tables or figures and not the reverse. 
 

References 
 

- An appropriate guide should be consulted to harmonize the list. Authors should 
start by slashing off the months in some references 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Authors demonstrate a good mastery of language; but, better still to carry out a final 
thorough check, with much focus on a few typographic errors. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Work is so appealing, and should be considered upon revision. 

 

 
 
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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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) 
 
I think details of the sample size calculation are yet to be provided 
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