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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 
 

Congratulations to the authors. I found the work interesting and rich. 
  I will be conducting the review to improve the chance of the work being published. 
abstract: 
- Place and Duration of Study: is part of the "how",  belongs to the methodology section of 
the article. 
-result- rewrite as it is not very explanatory. dictating the constituents alone without giving 
details is not enough. 
Results 
- the authors described it in detail, but the discussion session is together and should be 
separate. 
Discussion 
-I noticed that the study compares lackly with other scientific studies 
- there must be a discussion session after the results session 
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