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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Title: the results presenting the morpho-physiological and the metric characteristics are the 

biological ones. 
2. Abstract: 

- Provide the area and period of your study. 
- Include the means and standard deviations for the quantitative results. 

3. Introduction: in the first paragraph, the words in red make the sentence incomprehensible. 
Consider revising the sentence. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
These minor revisions are not to be neglected, though! 
The texts highlighted in yellow are the suggested revisions. Consider integrating those, for authenticity and better 
understanding of your valuable research. 
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1. References: move the ruler so that the lines will be as directed in the review form. 
2. Use of the tabulation at the beginning of the paragraphs. 
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