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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

Why is the entire paper written in Landscape? You can use Portrait, while Tables can be inserted as Landscape.
There a missing or extra spaces all over the paper — please check and correct.

Tables are using different fonts (Calibri, instead of TNR), as well as the Conclusion (in addition, different colour or the
text, as well as in other places, all over the paper). For “Competing interest disclaimer” is used Arial 11... which one is
correct?

Table 4.4. mentioned in the article, instead of Table 2.

What is L:B ratio??? Please explain.

Both tables are out of the paper range — you can use “AutoFit to Window”, maybe use a smaller size of the font and
less cell margins.

References are not in order, the last mention (Singh et al., 2020), is added in the end.

You have 3 papers of Yadav, but only one is mentioned — Yadav et al., 2008. What about the other 2?
Iftekharuddeula et al. (2001), Kato (1997), Muhammed et al. (2007) are also missing from the article, even though
they are mentioned in References.

On the other hand, Searle (1961) is cited in text, without being mentioned in References. Only two papers are cited in
Bold.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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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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