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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

• The original finding is completely lacking in the study design, as many research have 

already proved this research question and provide enough mechanism evidence. You 

need to provide adequate reasoning as how this study is different and have novelty in 

providing new scientific information.  • The methods are old and now provide any 

significance means of using technology to find more evidence/details in the data. • The 

conclusion part is not written well. You need to adequately write the conclusion with 

study gaps, and recommendation for future work. • The language throughout the test 

needs to be revised with grammatical, syntax, paragraph corrections. Also, the writing 

structure need to be revised.  • The statistical analysis in figures is not correct. Check it 

and correct it. Also, you need to change the discussion accordingly.  • The SI unit need 

to be written perfectly.. nmoles/mg protein? • Table 1 values need to be corrected. You 

have used, in zinc values. 

 


