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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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Overall evaluation:  

1- A good manuscript. 

2- A well-developed abstract which summarize the whole idea of the manuscript 

3- Introduction: Good in giving general ideas on the topic discussed with almost up-to-

date researches and references. A concise description of an issue (problem) to be 

addressed are also stated at the end of this section.  

4- The material, methods as well as results and discussion are clearly presented in 

the manuscript.  

 

Please do some corrections as below:  

1- Formatting : Arrange and justify the whole tex) appropriately so that it looks more 

polished.  

2- Line no 126, 139, 151,163 : standardized the way of writing. For example : Two 

grams (2g), ten grams (10g) and etc. 

 

Thank you for the corrections and comments. I have effected all the noted 
corrections and highlighted them in red.  
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