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PART 1: Review Comments

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

An abstract is not clear authors should follow the instructions given below.

For research articles, abstracts should give a pertinent overview of the work. | strongly encourage authors to
use the following style of structured abstracts, 1. Background: Place the question addressed in a broad
context and highlight the purpose of the study; (2) Methods: briefly describe the main methods or treatments
applied; (3) Results: summarize the article’s main findings; (4) Conclusions: indicate the main conclusions or
interpretations. The abstract should be an objective representation of the article and it must not contain
results that are not presented and substantiated in the main text and should not exaggerate the main
conclusions.

2. Introduction needs to rewrite, Authors should follow the given instructions below

The introduction should briefly place the study in a broad context and highlight why it is important. It should
define the purpose of the work and its significance. The current state of the research field should be carefully
reviewed and key publications cited. Please highlight controversial and diverging hypotheses when
necessary. Finally, briefly mention the main aim of the work and highlight the principal conclusions. English
grammar needs to be corrected by the expert

Materials and Methods

The Materials and Methods should be described with sufficient detail to allow others to replicate and build on
the published results. Please note that the publication of your manuscript implicates that you must make all
materials, data, computer code, and protocols associated with the publication available to readers. Please
disclose at the submission stage any restrictions on the availability of materials or information. New
methods and protocols should be described in detail while well-established methods can be briefly
described and appropriately cited.

MM looks like rewritten Abstract

Results

This section may be divided into subheadings. It should provide a concise and precise description of the
experimental results, their interpretation, as well as the experimental conclusions that can be drawn. Not
looks clear, need to rewrite

Discussion

Authors should discuss the results and how they can be interpreted from the perspective of previous studies
and the working hypotheses. The findings and their implications should be discussed in the broadest
context possible. Future research directions may also be highlighted.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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