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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 
 

I really find the title appealing! The problem is the way the article is written and presented. It 
does not have the form it should have! There are 59 pages! NO article should be this long. The 
provided information, graphs, tables and so on are extended to the measure that it looks like a 
final master thesis and not adjusted for publication as an article! (The information given in the 
article is not “article” formatted, but rather as a master thesis). 
There are too many images, too many graphs and tables! The Materials and methods are never 
written in this format, you cannot just name the things you have used to research in the 
methods, and you have to provide the manufacturer and the country you bought it from, as it 
needs to be cited in the paper in a correct manner. 
I advise to the author to see how it should be written from any previous published papers in the 
magazine.    
The research is interesting and definitely should be published once it is presented as an article.  
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Optional/General comments 
 

Please, use this constructive criticism and rewrite your paper since the subject is very interesting. 
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