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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 
 

 
 
The study sample and their geographical distribution are correctly presented.  
 
The author presented the results in a clear, understandable style, not missing any 
details.  
 
 
I would recommend thorough proofreading of the paper. There are spelling and 
grammatical mistakes.  
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
The figure and tables in the text are not cross-referenced.  
 
There are no future recommendations for future studies since the author mentioned the 
current study's limitations.  
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Some references are over ten years old. It is preferable to use citations in the span of 5 
years.  
 
Some bibliographies are not correctly cited; the style is not uniform. Follow one style, and I 
advise using Zotero as referencing tool.  
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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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