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Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 

 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

Comments: 

1. The authors have chosen a topic important with respect  to not only human health but also 

 of environmental concern. 

2. The manuscript is well written but needs thorough revision before accepted for publication. 

3. There are many typographical as well as punctuation errors which need to be taken care off. 

4. The references are not quoted properly. Uniformity should be maintained. 

5. The results and discussion section need to be concise and thus should be rewritten. 

6. The references quoted do not follow any pattern. The pattern of journal and uniformity in 

 writing references should be strictly maintained. 

7. The language corrections are required. 
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