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This is a very insightful research conducted by the researchers. I enjoyed 

reading the manuscript. I did find the manuscript easy to read, generally well 

written and succinct. The Tables and Figures are well positioned in the 

manuscript and appropriately used by the authors to illustrate their key findings.  

 

Some low points regarding the manuscript. The authors failed to reference in 

either in the Result nor Discussion sections any of the Tables and Figures that 

are reported in the manuscript. I also noticed that The superscripts for “OD” and 

“highest OD” are not identified properly and need to be corrected.  
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