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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. kosh-komba and al. ; lenis and al., Nasar and al., etc should be change to the generally 
acceptable norm i.e kosh-komba et. al., 
2. The references should be re-arrange alphabetically 
 

I used the presentation template of the journal to write the article. I 
rather use numbers for references. I also used the citation order at the 
level of bibliographic references 
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As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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