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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 

Comment letter [Ms_JPRI_79632] 

My detailed comments and suggestions are as follows: 

1. The design is poor. The Aim, Methodology, Results, and Conclusion 
should be removed from the first page. Write the article in a way that 
attracts the reader. 

2. Why are Methodology, Results and Conclusion mentioned twice in the 
text? 

3. The abstract should be written in full. Please correct it. 
4. The spacing between sentences in paragraphs should be corrected. There 

should not be so much space between paragraphs. 
5. The font size of the words in the whole text should be 12, and the font size 

at the top of the table should be 10. 
6. The setting of paragraphs must be justified. The settings in this manuscript 

are aligned left. Please correct it. 
7. The line and paragraph spacing should be 1.5. 
8. Improve the conclusion of this manuscript. 
9. There are many errors in the references. To cite, you must use valid 

articles. Are references 1 to 5, as well as 7 to 10, 12, 16, and 17 articles? 
10. Make use of reliable references. Many references are not valid. The 

following references should be cited: 

https://doi.org/10.1586/14787210.4.2.171  

https://doi.org/10.3389/fchem.2021.774416  

https://doi.org/10.1128/AAC.46.10.3113-3117.2002  

https://doi.org/10.1111/myc.12620  
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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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