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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 
 

 
Improve the abstract: avoid writing the abstract in topics. 
Rename the topic to material and methods; organize the subtopics of the material and 
methods, the text is a little mixed. 
Improve the results: avoid starting the results with a table; present the results more clearly, 
use tables only to facilitate the presentation of data. 
Improve the discussion: some results should be better discussed; in the discussions there 
are 2 formats of citation of references. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The manuscript is very good, but it need to improve on several points. 
The authors needs to review and improve all the points mentioned above for his article to 
continue in the publication process. 
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