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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 
 

Tables should be well organised; lines and columns were shifted and not in proper layout. 
Especially headings of the columns. 
At Table 3 in 2nd and 3rd columns there are asterisks (*, **) in the headings but no 
explanations were given as footnotes at the bottom of the tables. The meanings of the 
asterisk must be given. 
There are so many references and lots of them not cited in the text. Besides lots of 
references not listed reference section. References must be re-arranged and written again, 
please take care of writing references according to journal style. I think those references 
are not belong to this manuscript. 
Some wrong statements and missing parts were highlighted in yellow colour 
especially at discussion section. There is no true citation were given in the text 
especially in discussion. 
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