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PART  1: Review Comments 
In the abstract, the goal of your research must be seen. You cannot just wake up and start 
making researches; you must have observed something frequently that you would like to 
understand. 
The introduction seems not to have been completed. 
In the section dealing with Results and Discussions, the Author needs to improve the 
structuring of the sentences and the use of punctuations, favouring at the same time 
short sentences. This will surely make easier the understanding of his manuscript. I 
don’t think that the name of the authors cited must appear in the text; the use of 
numbers can be done for that purpose. Then in the references, those numbers can 
be respectively associated with the author indexed. This will have the advantage to 
lighten the manuscript. B careful with the way you introduce authors in your text. 
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The results are pertinent. However, the author must improve the quality of the text. 
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