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5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
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Dear Authors and Editors,

| have carefully read your MS submitted for consideration in the Asian Journal of
Biology. This manuscript is generally well-written, logically structured, and easy to
understand. It also addresses a subject of great interest in the scientific community.
The work's title in the current version needs minor correction. The abstract and the
introduction chapter are well-written and provide an excellent background to the
research. | recommend a minor revision of this article in its current version. | used the
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are in the file attached to this opinion.
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