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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) Title : Acceptable
Abstract : Abstract should present introduction, purpose, methods, results and
2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable? conclusions
(If not please suggest an alternative title) Introduction : Before the purpose, state the previous studies conducted by other
people or same authors for other biota and or same biota
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Methodology : Acceptable, but must be add more
Results and Discussions : discussion is missing and unclear, Compare to other
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? previous studies have been conducted by other researchers or same researcher, in

other organism or same organism
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
Yes, this manuscript is scientifically correct but unclear
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of

additional references, please mention in the review form. The formatting does not respect the Journals requirements. Please see the model on
our website and make the necessary adjustments.” please add more references.
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