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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 
 

1. The language used throughout the manuscript is 
quite awkward. It is recommended that the content 
be vetted by a native English language speaker. 

2. The introduction should focus on areas as relevant 
to the content of the manuscript. The first two 
paragraphs of the introduction can be replaced 
with the importance of using in silico and in vivo / 
in vitro methodologies for high-throughput 
information gain. 

3. Figure 1 appears to have been extracted from 
already printed material. As such, it is very 
important to obtain appropriate permission before 
inclusion in the manuscript. Should it be 
impossible to gain permission, replacement of the 
figure or removal is strongly recommended. Same 
applies for figures 2 – 3 as well. 

1. As per suggestion no. 1 author has 
proofread from the English language 
speaker 

 
2. The small piece of information that tells 

about in silico and in vitro study is 
inserted in the first two paragraphs. 
 

3. Authors declare that figures are not 
extracted from anywhere. All figures 
are drawn by Ms. Twinkle S. Bansode.   

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Please check the list of references. It appears that 
some of them don’t follow the recommended format. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

None  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


