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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.The “Introduction is weak”. It is missing in literature review and hence hypothesis
is not developed. It must be beefed-up.

2. The references on the previous work done in the area by Peter, Su-Lin, Chtchwan,
etc, described in the R & D section, should be summarized (one or two sentences on
only on each) and brought to the Introduction section.

3. After describing the previous works, the author should talk about their limitation
and then their own work to be done in this study.

4. In my opinion the paragraph starting with “The present article is directed towards--
---” in the R & D section should be the last sentence of Introduction section.

5. There are no recent references cited in the manuscript. The latest ref is from 2012.
The authors must cite new references to justify that the are of study is of current
interest.

Minor REVISION comments

It appears that the references are not uniform. In refs 2 and 3, journals’ name should be
abbreviated. Put the first and last page of the cited refs. or follow the journal’s style.

Optional/General comments

The manuscript is acceptable for publication after the necessary revision suggested above.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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