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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 
 

 
- The abstract part was written in the form of introduction, it must need to re-writing 
again. 
- The introduction paragraphs was written as a sentences for from two to three lines, 
and it needs remerged. 
- The citation in the introduction was not that much enough 
-  The result and Discussion part was not written well. Not supported by the different 
references, it contains only the result of the research but not discussed well.  
 

 
The abstract was re-writing. 
The introduction was re-writing 
The results and discussion was rewritten. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
- Materials and methodology part also not write accordingly. The author must re-

write it as well 
- Tables in the manuscripts are not well prepared, and many tables may merged 

together and differentiated by their characters. Generally, tables are not 
standardized.  

 

 
 
Materials and methodology part was re-writing 
Tables was deleted. 
 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 

- In the manuscript some grammatical and spelling errors were seen, re-checked it 
 
 

 
 
The manuscript was re- cheked 
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that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her 
feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


