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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 
 

Discussion for results were too scanty. Results must be discuss more and supported with 
recent citations. All the tables should be in scientific format. References and citations should 
follow journal guidelines. Results must be discuss more and supported with recent citations. 
References and citations should follow journal guidelines.   
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Minor corrections should be corrected as highlighted and indicated in the manuscript.
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Introduction and Methodology were Clear and understandable. Discussion for results were 
too scanty. Results must be discuss more and supported with recent citations. All the tables 
should be in scientific format. References and citations should follow journal guidelines. 
Results must be discuss more and supported with recent citations. References and citations 
should follow journal guidelines.   
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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