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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 
 

Major Revision  
Dear author, 
Your work is very interesting. I want to some following changes in manuscript. 
 

1. Remove the title from the abstract. Kindly correct the sentence.   
2. Write the results properly in abstract. 
3. Keywords arrange alphabetically. 
4. Mention the reference for First and Second paragraph of the Introduction. 
5. Write the results properly with Suitable statistical graphs. 
6. In the result section many quires such as: 

In table 1,2,3 mention following points 
 Mention the mean Value 
 What is the means of S 
 Value of SD/SE (±) looks not significantly different.  

    
7. What is the importance of this study? 
8. Discuss the future perspective of this study. How to important for future Researchers. 
9. Much Reference should not be mention in text and some references not are mention in bibliography section. 
10. Reference section is very poor.  

The manuscript should be written very poorly. The major revision is needed. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Manuscript should be formatted properly.  
2. Reference section should be improved. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
1. Language throughout the manuscript. 
2. Formatting of tables need the improvment  
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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