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The paper considers an issue of the most importance, 

which surely requires attention as a health problem 

which is largely spread in the world. Since the state of the 

art and the discussion only considers very old references, 

therefore missing key studies updated. Additionally, the 

work also is more technical that a deep research since a 

new insight is missing. The paper must be reorganized 

considering more updated studies and presenting a clear 

hypothesis that might be discussed with the data of the 

authors. 

We are really thankful to you sir for your such 

enlightening suggestions. We have incorporated 

some recent references to our best possible and 

reorganised the manuscript particularly the 

discussion part so as to live upto your 

expectations. 

 

We appreciate your deep insight and have tried 

our best to make this manuscript more relevant 

in the present scenario. 
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