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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 
  

 
Even though it is a routine measurement without any innovation, the authors present some useful 
experimental data.  
The presentation is of poor quality both in its crispness and English. 
If the Editors agree I can help in rewriting the whole manuscript in a presentable form without any 
modification of the data presented. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Abstract should be rewritten avoiding any numbers. 
Introduction is too long. Reference to health related aspects ccan be made as minimal as possible. 
Introduction should be rewritten particularly with reference to English and grammar. 
References {9] comes first in the manuscript. It should be numbered [1] and follow the order. There is no 
uniformity in citing the references.  
The numbers cited in the text have no such numbers. If there is a format for reference citation and reference 
listing at the end , it should be followed . 
If the editors’ allow the reviewer is ready to rewrite the whole manuscript in a presentable form. 
The data should be presented in the most recent way of presentation particularly with reference to errors in 
the data.. 
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feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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