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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

Authors should provide relevant and current
references during discussion. Discussion and
conclusions should be based on actual facts and
figures.

Conclusion should supported by the data,
discussed inside the manuscript. Also, authors
should provide adequate proof for their claims
from literature.

The manuscript has been corrected, with
corrections highlighted. Discussion and
conclusion are based on actual facts and
figures. The Methodology has been
reordered for better flow while the
Conclusion and the Abstract have been
redrafted to reflect the changes. Sources of
Tables 1-3 are now also included. Some
other changes were also highlighted.

Minor REVISION comments

The weaknesses of the manuscript is the literature
review. Authors need to cite other suitable current
references.

The methodology should be justified.

The literature review has been improved;
other suitable current references have been
added. The affected part has been
highlighted. The methodology used has
been justified by citing references relating
to the methodology used in sections 2.1
and 2.2.

Optional /General comments
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