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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 
 

 
Topic, content and concepts are good, but few sections need to be corrected. 

1. Reference section needs to rewrite with thorough corrections as per the 

journal guidelines and should be uniform. 

2. Results and Discussion must not go together. There should be a separate 

Discussion section. 

3. Tables should either go at last or remove the heading (“4-Tables”). 

4. Avoid unnecessary splitting of the paragraphs. 

5. Capitalization of words should be uniform and needs to be corrected. 

6. Consent section should have a complete sentence. 

7. Many grammatical errors need to be corrected. 

 

1- References are now corrected to fit the journal guidelines. 
2- We just followed the brief guidelines for research article submission. 
3-  Tables heading removed. 
4- Splitting of paragraphs adjusted. 
5- Correction of capital words lacking uniformity corrected. 
6- Consent section completed. 
7-   Grammatical errors reviewed 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
No 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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