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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 
 

 
The article is generally poorly written. The methodology is unclear and non-
reproducible. The methodology may nullify the validity of the results as there are 
several research design and technical errors detected. The methodology must be 
completely rewritten. 
 
The Result and discussion section is unclear and lack convincing or logical 
scientific justifications for the results obtained. There are too many vocabulary 
errors. This section should also be majorly modified. 
 
 
I will recommend that the paper be not accepted due to a fundamental research 
design which may influence a false positive result. However, if the authors are able 
to respond to all the comments and queries on the paper, I would be willing to 
review the revised version. 
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