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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 
 

Some key words are recommended in the manuscript 
Not all the table names are referenced (mention them explaining about it) in the text 
of manuscript. 
Please ensure the originality of all figures 
Typographical errors need to be rectified. 
Language and grammar need to taken care of. 
Addition of 2-3 more figures for better understanding of the concept 
Some more references can be added 

-corrected as per reviewer comments 
-incorporated successfully in the text. 
-I dint understand what do you mean by originality where I could provide the 
original figure as required. 
-it could be helpful for me if reviewer identify what sentence/words and 
grammatically mistake occurred. 
-unclear to me because according to our experimental data we tried to 
represents the all data in table and figures. It would be better reviewer can 
suggest necessary the figures should be added. 
-it could be much better to show where in the manuscripts needed more 
references. 
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