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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

+++Red highlight indicates; introduce 
 
+++Yellow highlight indicates; delete 
 
+++blue highlight indicates; revisit. 
 
 
-Conclusion comments on the objectives but fails to state with clarity the 
accomplishment of these objectives. Therefore it is necessary that the conclusion 
section be revisited. 
-Ambiguous situations were noticed and related suggestions have been made on the 
manuscript. 
-lines 144-145 the sentence seems ambiguous, please revisit. 
-lines 133-134 sentence contradicts the principal idea on which nanoparticles 
operate. Please discard 

We accept all the correction carried out by the reviewer. 
 
It will increase the quality of the paper. 
 
Also helpful for our research journey.   
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Reference XXX1 and XXX2 have been suggested to ensure the clarity of the ideas in 
related sections. 
-The use of language many suggestions have been indicated on manuscript. 
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