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Compulsory REVISION comments The article is based on pot culture study. Decision accepted. Text edited as requested
Title and abstract are appropriate to the study.

Sufficient background information and justification are given in the introduction
section with defined objectives.

Appropriate methods and procedures were followed.

Results are nicely presented and interpreted.

Discussion is scientific and supported by available evidences.

Conclusion is informative.

References need revision as per guidelines of the journal.

Minor REVISION comments Indicated in the manuscript. There is no change

Optional/General comments The article is very well organised and written. There is no change

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.
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