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with limited access to electricity’’ 
 
-References were not actualized  
 
-(28 oC) should be corrected  
-all formulas should be professionally written 
-Error bars should be added  
 
-Ogi was written some time italic other time no?? , same thing for figure and fig   
 
-figure 3 should be put after table 1 
figure 4 then figure 5 
 
-Physical characteristics should be replaced with physico-chemical analyses 

 

 
 



 

Review Form 1.7 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)  

 
 
PART  2:  
 
 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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 

 
Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: Jebahi Samira 
Department, University & Country Cnstn, Tunisia 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


