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PART 1:ReviewComments

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments

Reviewer’'scomment

Author’sFeedback(Pleasecorrectthemanuscriptandhighlightthatpart
inthemanuscript.ltismandatorythatauthorsshouldwritehis/herfeedback
here)

Pleasewriteafewsentencesregardingtheimportance
ofthismanuscriptforthescientificcommunity.Whydo
youlike(ordislik e)thismanuscript? Aminimumof3-4
sentencesmayberequiredforthispart.

Thesubjectofthestudypresentedbytheauthorsisinterestingand topical,withhighscientificand practical
importance.

Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable?
(fnotpleasesuggestan alternativetitle)

Thetitleofthearticleisappropriate,inrelationtothetopicaddressed

Istheabstractofthearticlecomprehensive? Doyou
suggest theaddition(ordeletion)ofsomepointsin this
section?Pleasewriteyoursuggestionshere.

ThearticleAbstractiscomprehensiveand thekeywordsarerepresentativeofthearticletopic

Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscript
appropriate?

Thesubsectionsand structureofthemanuscriptareappropriate,inaccordancewiththeGeneralGuidelinefor
Authors,JoumalofAdvancesinBiology&Biotechnology.

Pleasewriteafewsentencesregardingthescientific
correctnessofthismanuscript.Whydoyouthinkthat
thismanuscriptisscientificallyrobustandtechnicall
y sound? Aminimumof3-
4sentencesmayberequired forthispart.

Theintroductionispresentedappropriately ,inaccordancewiththesubjectofthestudy.Numerousscientific
articleshavebeenconsulted.

Methodologyofthestudywasclearlypresented,and appropriatetotheproposedobjectives.
Theobtainedresultsareimportant,and havebeenanalyzedandinterpretedcorrectly ,inaccordancewiththe
currentmethodology.

Thediscussionsareappropriate,inthecontextoftheobtainedresults. Theresultswereanalyzedand discussed
comparedtootherbibliographicsourcesinthefield.

Arethereferencessufficientandrecent?fyouhave
suggestionsofadditionalreferences,pleasemention
themin thereviewform.

Thescientfficliterature, towhichthereportingwasmade,isrepresentativeinthefield.

MinorREVISIONcomments

Isthelanguag e/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitable
forscholarlycommunications?

TheEnglishlanguage/quality oftheatticleissuitablefor
academiccommunications,andthearticleisaccessibletoreaders.
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The s ubject of the study is interesting and topical, with high scientific and practical importance. The
introduction is presented correctly, in accordance with the subject.

Methodology of the s tudy was clearly presented, and appropriate to the proposed objectives .

The obtained res ults are important and have been analyzed and interpreted correctly, in accordance with
the current methodology.

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:

Florin Sala

Department, University & Country

University of Life Sciences “King Mihai I” from Timisoara, Romania

Createdby:DR Checkedby:PM

Approvedby:MBM Version:3(07-07-2024)




