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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 mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

1. Abstract spacing should one line spacing 
2. An abstract is supposed to start with an introduction of the research concept, not 

aim 
3. Citations should be clearly cited 
4. Presentation of results is quite very poor and must be improved and presents 

results in to real scientific tables  
  

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

1. Topic can be better presented to bring out a better perception of the study 
2. Abstract should has a brief overview of the introduction, objectives, methods --- 

down to conclusion but doesn’t has to be segregated (no sub-title in abstract) 
3. Avoid using abbreviations, when mentioning a term for the first time 
4. Subject and method should be reframed to Methodology 
5. Sub-title should be sentence case   
6. All the listed references should be reframe following the same and accepted format 

and check out individual rules of referencing  
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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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