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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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Abstract 
You must adapt the abstract, indicating the objective of the article, the bibliographic sources consulted, and the 
main results found on it, in the review. 
-It should say which bibliographic sources were used for the review 
-In many paragraphs, the citations of the references that support the approaches do not appear, An essential 
aspect in an article review. 
-Figures taken from other sources should reflect these, as done in Fig.4. 
Conclusions. 
I suggest shortening the conclusions. They are very long. 
References 
-I suggest that the bibliography used be updated and the titles of the journals adjusted according to international 
rules. 
- In some citations the year of publication of this, appears at the end. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
You should review the entire article again. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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