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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 
 

 
The work is interesting and done on the basis of properly organized experimentation. The 
method of interpretation of the experimental data is adequate.  
The bibliography is cited in the text. The results could be presented more suggestively and 
in graphic form. The bibliography consulted is little. The discussions are brief and not 
compared to literature data. A comparative discussion would add value to the paper. 
Conclusions are not formulated.. Attention should be paid to the drafting, which must be 
according to the instructions. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

I consider it necessary, at least to formulate conclusions, if not to complete the discussion 
of the experimental results. 
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