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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 
 

 
1- It is not clear whether the manuscript is review article or research article. I think it does not satisfies 
both types. It seems to be just article of general information. 
2- The review of the latest relevant literature is not adequate.The signifcance of the study should be clarified at 
the last paragraph of this section. 
3-What are the materials used? What is the methodology of the study? 
4- Reference for all pictures and informaion taken from previous studies should be indicated. 
5-repeating the names extensively throughout the manuscript may affect significantly the readibility of the 
manuscript. 
6-Conclusions are not adequate.conclusions should be specific and refelct the significance of the study. 
7- No. of ref. Is not adequate.The latest relevant studies should be cited. 
8- More comments are included in the reviewer attachment. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1-The manuscript should be submitted to full proof reading. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Non. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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