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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

The paper is well presented. However, the statistics
used to compare the both methods should be stated
so that we make inferences

1- Dear Reviewer, thank you very much
for your compliment.

2- Independent student’s T- test has bee
applied for both groups.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional /General comments
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