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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 The topic is ok. 
 The abstract is ok 
 Introduction is ok 
 In the last paragraph of the introduction, the author needs to check on the 

choice of word…between aim and objective and write the sentence well 
 In the second paragraph of 2.2 methods. The author needs to check on the 

tenses. Use past tense 
 On results. While doing analysis, the readers should easily understand your 

work. In this case, your per cents cannot be traced in the tables as you give 
analysis. Kindly revisit and make it easily understood 

 Discussion part is ok 
 Do a brief recommendation 
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