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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 abstract contains the essential elements of the study. But in the drafting of this 
part, it is necessary to avoid specifying in the text "Aims", "Methodology", 
"Conclusion". It would be necessary to remove them and make a summary that 
brings them out explicitly. 
-At the end of the introduction, talk a bit about some of the results you obtained in 
your study. 
-In "RESULTS AND DISCUSSION", there is not a very appropriate commentary on 
table 1.  
-Finally, at the conclusion, the numbers should be removed and the sentences 
should be well connected.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
-In "Material and Methods", the writing is very clear and the methods and materials 
used are presented in a magnificent way. 
 
-In the bibliographical references, there are some that are quite recent and give the 
study an impact of its contribution in this field. 
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