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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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. The author needs to be clear in the treatments done in the methodology as in the 

discussion there is a mix up in the treatment discussed. 
2. Explain the treatment for the control, which one is T1 Witness? 
3. The conditions for the control should be specified clearly.  
4. State clearly treatment for T2: Calcium Carbide 
5. T3: Smothering or Choking or Suffocation or Drowning. It is better to stick to only 

one as the variation would lead to confusion. 
6. The abstract needs to have some of the results included where suggested 
7. The last statement in the abstract is not clear. 
8. The time frame for maturation should be included. 

All recommendations were accepted. 
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