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PART 1: Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

It is a good experiment conducted,

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Yes

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some
points in this section? Please write your
suggestions here.

It should be more relevant ad specific. Abstract can be modify with sharp testimonials.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Structure is appropriate. Abbreviations or full forms should be used on their first use in the
main text of the article. Restructure of sentences can be done throughout the manuscript. More
relevant citations can be incorporated. Conclusion should be revised and to the point.

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

Writing is not good. It should be better explained. Discussion can be better with use of proper
reference addition. Statistical analysis of data needs to be discussed with CV and CD. In
results things should be discussed in a proper manner. | couldn't find any information
concerning the photographic documentation. Importance of the performed work is not
mentioned anywhere. However, i have made some changes for as examples to the authors.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.

More relevant references can be added.

Minc;r REVISION comments

Is the language/English quality of the article
suitable for scholarly communications?

It is of very very basic and inappropriate sentence formations. Quality of English can be improved.

Optional/General comments

Manuscript can consider after major corrections.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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