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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 
 

 
Abstract:  

- Check the highlighted words in yellow and change to italics in this section and indeed in the 
entire text. 

Introduction 
- Take note of all the syntaxes as suggested for you in this section and indeed in the entire text. 
- Insert page numbers for ease of locating the concerned areas 

Materials and Methods 
- Number the sub-sections as suggested for you in the highlights 
- Label the tables in a standard format, above not below them. 
- Last paragraph under 2.2, and beginning with, however…………. Is too long and not clear. 

Suggestion is in the text on the same page. 
- Avoid the use of ‘this’ or ‘that’ under this section, and indeed throughout the text. 

Results 
- Last paragraph on pg 11 and first paragraph, page 12, ought to move to discussion section and 

present data as required. 
- On pg 14, the table of data is not labelled. See suggestions in the text. 

Discussion 
- Last paragraph on pg 11 as well the first one on pg 12 should find an appropriate place under 

this section. 
- The section ought to have a conclusion and its corresponding recommendation as a standard 

way of publishing. They are missing under this section. 
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The paper is good for publication, and the author(s) first of all address the stated comments prior to 
publication. 
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