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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 
 

 

Carefully check the use of “and”. I noticed author did not use it correctly at many places.  

- However, I found the legends on tables are incomplete. 

-I cannot see the ±SD or SE in the table.  

- I cannot see the significant letters in the table. Kindly mention them as well. 

-Author must be consistent with abbreviation if he uses. I found in whole manuscript you 

used zinc but when end the conclusion you used Zn. So kindly check all the abbreviation 

carefully.  

In conclusion change the word “varied” with “multiple” 

In conclusion. Add comma after  “Therefore” 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 

 


