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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 
 

Abstract:  
(i) Different sub-sections should be used as given in author’s guidelines. E.g. Aim, Study design, 

methodology, results and conclusion. 
(ii) Abbreviations should be clearly defined at first use in the abstract. 
(iii) Include major findings with important data and brief conclusion in the abstract.  

Methodology: 
(i) The grammatical errors should corrected accordingly 

Results and discussion: 
(i) The correction should be effected as indicated in comment section.  

Conclusion: 
(i) Conclusion should briefly state the major findings of this study. The conclusion should be based on 

the results obtained. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Correction should be effected as highlighted in the manuscript. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The authors should read the author’s guideline of this journal and effect the corrections appropriately as 
pointed out in the reviewed manuscript.  
Finally, the author should also subject the manuscript to language check. 
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that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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