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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 
 

 
 
Manuscript is technically sound but a lot of references should be added along with 
grammatical mistakes correction as suggested in manuscript. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Comments given where needed in the manuscript file. 

1. In abstract section, author should add experiment duration along with proper date 
and write one sentence of findings and also put one sentence recommendation at 
the end of abstract. 

2. In introduction section, author should include the references as mentioned in the 
manuscript. 

3. In materials and methods section, author should mention the year of study with 
proper dates. 

4. In result and discussion section, Poor write up and it should be corrected. Is this 
author findings? If yes then describe appropriate reasoning behind this. If no the 
mention the reference who find this. Discussion is also poor, no logics were given 
for results, also related scientists work is also not clear throughout the result and 
discussion section. 
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Over all manuscript is acceptable after these revisions. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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