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EDITORIAL COMMENT'’S on revised paper (if any)

Authors’ response to editor’s comments

1. . The authors confirm that they accepted the reviewers'
suggestions, but it is very difficult to identify these changes in the
revised article. | suggest that in future we ask for the changes to
be marked with a different colour or with a marker.

2. Regarding this article, the discussion chapter does not fulfill what
would be expected. The authors basically repeat the results
without comparing them with other studies that have obtained (or
not) the same results (or contrary results).

3. The conclusion remains very poor, not reflecting the objectives of
the study.

The author highlighted the changes has been made

2. discussion section also change

Conclusion has been revise as per recommendation
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