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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 
 

1. Content is good but, is full of typographical and grammatical errors, and in 
certain sentences the meaning is not clear. Consider revisiting all such 
instances. 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Line 3, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 32, 35, 37, 49, 50, 56, 90, 91, 95, 125, 141- 

Typographical or grammatical error 
2. Line3,4,5- Consider italicizing the scientific name only.  
3. Line 27, 127, 128, 129- meaning not clear. 
4. Line 92, 93, 95, 96, 142, 143, 160, 161- Restructure the sentence. 
5. Line 121, 153- Consider editing the tables by removing the rows in last column. 

 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

1. The authors have to be appreciated for including quality figures. 
2. Though the work is relevant and good, the paper fails to make a good impression, 

due to the writing style which needs to be improved. 
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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 andatory 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) 
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