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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 
 

 
In revising your manuscript, I would like to highlight some details in order to improve it. One 
point that I want to mention is that you don’t include the meaning of the abbreviations in the 
manuscript. It would be preferable if you clarified their meanings to make them more 
understandable to the reader. Another crucial point I'd like to bring up is the unit "lakh" that 
you use in the text. I propose to use an international unit. Your research study will be 
published in an international journal, so it would be better to use terms that are familiar to 
all readers.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
I noticed a few spelling errors as well as a different font size for some phrases. I 
recommend revising the text to find and correct errors. Last but not least, I realized that you 
need to rewrite some sentences in the "Result and Discussion" section to be more 
comprehensive.  

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The overall manuscript is well written and structured, with proper use of the English 
language. Your study's findings are intriguing and promising for future research.  

 

 
PART  2:  
 

 
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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