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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. The abstract briefly notes: the subject, topic and goal of the study; the method(s) or 
methodology for conducting the research; the results of the research; conclusions 
and area of the results of the research. 

2. Check the captions of all figures and tables and their corresponding references in 
the text of the article. For example, there is no reference to Table 1. There isn’t 
figure showing the conflict between self-renewal versus and differentiation, 
although there is a reference to it in the text. 

3. Make uniform signatures for figures and tables. It is better to place the figure in the 
text after the first reference to it. 

4. Make list of the references according to the requirements. 
 It is necessary to note the direction of further research. 
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