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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 results presented and conclusions drawn in this manuscript seem to be very general 
and not complying with general standards. It may be suggested that the author rewrites 
the paper with a clear and more detailed information. Accepted only if significantly 
improved version is seen in the resubmitted manuscript. 
 

1. Manuscript is not complying with general standards. 

2. The article is readable but there is no continuity in the sentences.  

3. Results drawn in this manuscript seem to be very limited and not clearly 

discussed. 

4. Tittle of the manuscript and table should be rewrite 

5. Write the interpretation for each table. 

6. Test statistic is not mention in the result. 

7. Very limited results and conclusion  

8. The references are not in the standard format. 
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