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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 
 

 
 
Dear Authors, I have read this text carefully. I positively evaluate the detailed methodology. It 
is very important part of any research article.  
Modify your manuscript according to the following changes. 

1. Add some quantitative data in the abstract + some background of the study and brief 
elaboration of techniques used in the study. 

2. Introduction section needs to be modified and some up to date data must be added. 
3. Result section needs some more discussion in order to make it more clarified. 
4. Please add some up-to-date references.   
5. I propose to list the conclusions. It should be presented more extensively and in an 

orderly manner. The partial conclusions obtained should be detailed, as well as the 
final conclusion that can be drawn from this research. This section should be 
modified. 

6. Overall, there are some grammatical mistakes in the manuscript. The manuscript 
needed to be reviewed critically for making the text well written. 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
The authors perform good quality work for the scientific community. I appreciate their efforts; 
and I think this article could be published by making all the minor and major changes. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Being a reviewer, I would like to congratulate the authors for the research carried out, the 
methodology followed and the presentation of the results. 
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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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