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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 
 

My opinion is that the manuscript is in serious trouble: 
The title is unclear and the abstract needs to be improved, it is not consistent with the manuscript. 
It lacks a specific format; it has no original research article format. There is no Introduction, Material and Method, 
Results and Discussion clearly written throughout the text. I suggest rewriting the text complete in a coherent format. 
Throughout the text there are several formatting errors, errors in citations, several words in bold and red that has no 
meaning and makes the text confusing. 
The English of the text needs to be revised, it's all very confusing, as the manuscript lacks a format. 
The manuscript references are old and few. I suggest insert references from 2017 to now, and use more references 
to make the text robust. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: Rafael Machado de Araújo Alves 
Department, University & Country University Federal of Paraíba (UFPB), Brazil 
 


