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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 
 

 
 I have no problem with the research as such – logically put forward and 

methodology properly explained  
 Wrong reference style used. But luckily this enabled me to pick up quite a 

few mistakes in the references. This off the journal’s website: 
References must be listed at the end of the manuscript and numbered in the order 
that they appear in the text. Every reference referred in the text must also present in 
the reference list and vice versa. In the text, citations should be indicated by the 
reference number in brackets [3]. 

 Please say at what confidence level the statistics were performed (P-
value) 

 Tables should have headings 
 Please use SI units and leave a space between the number and the unit 
 Stick to either British English or American English – you cannot use both. 
 Never start a sentence with an abbreviation or a number. 

Please refer to the attached document for my suggestions and comments in track 
changes. 
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