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 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 title was modified to be more impressive to the idea of the manuscript. 
- The abstract has many linguistic problems, it was nearly totally revised by 

the reviewer. 
-  Accordingly, similarly the introduction needed to be re-written guided by 

what had been done in the abstract. 
- Most of what had been written under the discussion need to be written under 

the results. And the discussion accordingly rephrased conveyed from the 
obtained results. 

 
Most of the above comments were done as a track review within the office file of 
the   manuscript itself that will be sent in the reply as office attachment with this 
review form. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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