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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- TITLE WITH ABBREVIATION. 
2- ABSTRACT DOES NOT FOLLOW THE GUIDELINES OF THE JOURNAL AND DOES 
NOT DEFINE OBJECTIVE, METHODOLOGY, RESULTS AND CONCLUSIONS. 
3- INTRODUCTION DOES NOT DEFINE JUSTIFICATION OR RESEARCH OBJECTIVES. 
4- LITERATURE IN THE ARTICLE WITH AN ERROR FOR NOT FOLLOWING THE 
JOURNAL'S GUIDELINES. ALL QUOTES IN THE ARTICLE, EXCEPT ERRORS. 
5- LOGO IN THE ITEMS BIBLIOGRAPHICAL REFERENCES, AGAIN WITH ERRORS FOR 
NOT FOLLOWING THE JOURNAL'S GUIDELINES. 
6- MATERIALS AND METHODS, MATERIALS OR METHODS IS NOT DEFINED AT ALL. 
7- THE TABLES WERE NOT PLACED ACCORDING TO THE JOURNAL'S ORIENTATION; 
THE TABLES MUST BE IMPROVED BECAUSE THE NAMES ARE FRACTIONED IN THE 
PLACES, BOTH IN THE PDF AND IN THE VERSION TRANSFORMED TO WORDS. 
8- THE CONCLUSIONS APPARENTLY WERE ACHIEVED IN THE RESEARCH. 
9- THE BIBLIOGRAPHICAL REFERENCES AT THE END HAVE BEEN PLACED IN 
ALPHABETICAL ORDER AND NOT AS THE JOURNAL GUIDES. DO NOT FOLLOW 
JOURNAL GUIDELINES WHEN WRITING THESE REFERENCES. 

            10- A REFERENCE OF THE ARTICLE (Sehgal et al., 2001,) 
           DOES NOT APPEAR SOON IN THE LIST OF BIBLIOGRAPHICAL 
          REFERENCES OF THE ARTICLE, LIKE (FAO, 2004). 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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