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Compulsory REVISION comments
Yes
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)
2. Isthetitle of the article suitable? The title is not suitable.
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3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Ok
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
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6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of No.
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additional suggestions/comments) The materials and Method section is not discussed properly. Please write the way you have

conducted the experiment. Don’t just write it from the manufacturer's guide.

No statistical comparison was done.

Results and Discussion: Only the results were presented, no discussion is available.
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