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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. Please change 2. Material and Methods to 2. 

Experimental Design. 

2. Figure 2 needs to be improved as the current one 

is not that good in quality. 

3. Please improve Figure 5 as the values of y-axis 

are missing. Also, I am not able to see the values 

plotted in the graph, as previously plotted in 

Figures 3 and 4. 

4. Please improve the quality of Figure 4. 

5. Please improve the discussion section by 

providing the sub-topics for each findings in 

order to help better understanding among 

readers 

6. Conclusions (with s). 

 

• According to the instructions for 

authors it is usual for this journal to use 

materials and methods, so we decided to 

keep materials and methods as a section 

in the manuscript 

• The corrections have been made 

• The quality of the Figure 5 (now Figure 

3)has been improved. 

• Since one reviewer suggested to keep 

just one picture (Figure 5, now Figure 3) 

and to delete Figure 3 and 4 we 

accepted this and kept just Figure 5, 

now Figure 3 in the manuscript 

• As the reviewer suggested adding sub-

topics to the section 3. sub-topics have 

been added: 3.1. and 3.2. 

•  The corrections have been made 

Minor REVISION comments 
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