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1.Methodology in the Abstract portion is not clear. 

2. Conclusion is too brief. Needs slight elaboration 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
We agreed reviewer’s suggestion and have 
rewritten methodology in the abstract and 
conclusion (line 324-329). 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Grammar in the Abstract and Introduction portion needs 

to be revised. 

There are minor typographical errors in the text. 

Most of the references should be within last 5years. 

 

In response to the reviewer’s comment, we have 
rewritten the Abstract and Introduction. 
 
We apologize for our carelessness, and we have 
corrected mistakes throughout the text. 
 
In response to the reviewer’s comment, we have 
deleted 5 old references and cited another 
references from the previous version. 
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