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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 text has many writing errors. In addition, the citations in the boxes in the text 
must be corrected. There are probably analysis flaws in the results that should be 
reviewed. As it is, the manuscript cannot be published. 
 
Authors must proofread their writing in English. Apparently there are writing errors, such as 
the literal "A" of Results and discussion where it says "Evident" and the meaning of the 
sentence indicates that it should say "Evidence". 
There is an error in the analysis of the standard deviation of table 1. This is greater than the 
mean, which means a high dispersion of the data. This is contrary to what the authors 
describe when stating that with this deviation there is no dispersion. This is repeated in 
tables 4, 5, 6, 7 (in this one the deviation is very high compared to the mean), 8, 9, 10 and 
11. 
I did not find citations in the text of tables 4 and 5. In turn, I believe that table 6 is not 
correctly cited in the text of the manuscript (in the text after table 5). 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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