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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 

 In the abstract firstly use full form of abbreviations. 

 A lot of grammatical corrections are there and authors need line-wise-line 
revision of provided manuscript. 

 In maximum place need spacing too.  

 Author used statistical analysis and showing ANOVA but not showing 
software name. 

 Why was Authors not showing acknowledgements and Conflict of 
interest? 

 References needs uniformity, look at reference no. 13 month of 
publication mentioned but others are not. 
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Answer: No statistic analysis done and no new data presented in this 
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The authors need to be taken the manuscript seriously. If authors want to be the 
article publish so it may advised reframe whole manuscript again seriously 
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