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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

Minor REVISION comments

In general, an attractive subject and appropriately written paper.

The authors were clear in their research plan.

The abstract is clear and provides clear introduction to the parts of the paper.

The Introduction and the literature review are appropriate using appropriate and updated
references, though couple of more references are required as suggested in corrected
manuscript

The methodology is appropriate and shows all necessary details

The data and how are these supported are clear, well presented appropriate to support
the discussion about the objectives of the paper.

The discussion is adequate, supported with facts and accurate, and provides adequate
validation and support with reported literature.

Conclusion is adequate.

Minor Proofreading is needed

Optional/General comments

Copy of corrected paper is attached
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