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The name of authors mentioned in the abstract like Harbone (1998), Trease and Evans,
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2. Tables descriptions and formatting could be improved like superscript
mentioned in the tables may be elaborated below in each table.

3. Results can be elaborated in graphical way where needed, which will help in
understanding the outcome more clearly.

4. A more mechanistic discussion could be written. Just comparative analysis of
literature does not feel suitable.
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you
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section? Please write your suggestions here.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that
this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically
sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for
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Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
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