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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

Abstract: line 6- Let the introduction not begin with, 

‘In this paper’. 

Key words: It will  be desirable if more key word like 

Kai protein are added. 

Legend Figure 1 is missing 

Result and discussion: 

In paragraph 2 and 3, line no. 58,59 please give 

reference of the reaction. 

Line no. 59 KaiHC6p is not traceable from R1 – R6. 

Line no  64 pl check the tense in the sentence and 

also completeness of the sentence. 

Line 77,78 pl give details of the model along with 

reference. 

Line No. 130,131 Please clarify about fig2 (a,b,c). The 

legend are missing. 

Material and methods- This section should include 

the  basis of choosing the model and how this model 

is better or different than other models. 

The manuscript is not concluded.  

 

Minor REVISION comments Line No. 50 Spelling mistake  

Optional/General comments 

 

The model mentioned in the manuscript is good. Overall 

good manuscript but to get better scientific impact 

recommended revision may be helpful. 
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