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PART 1: Review Comments

Compuls ory REVISION comments Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript
and highlight that part

in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should

Please write afew sentences regarding the

impqrtance ) S ) The subject of the study presented by the authors is interesting and topical, with high scientific and practical
of this manuscript for the scientific community. Why | jjmportance.
do

you like (or dislike) this manus cript? A minimum of 3-
4 sentences mayv be reauired for this part.

Is the title of the article suitable? The title of the atticle is appropriate, in relation to the topic address ed.
(f not please suggest an alternative title)

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you
sugges t the addition (or deletion) of some points in | The article Abstract is comprehens ive and the keywords are representative of the article topic.
this

section? Please write your suggestions here.

Are subsections and structure of the manus cript The subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate, in accordance with the General Guideline for
appropriate? Authors , Joumal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology.

Please write afew sentences regarding the scientific [The introduction & presented appropriately, in accordance with the subject of the study.
correctness of this manus cript. Why do you think that | The introduction contains only one bibliographic source. It is necessary for the authors to make a more extens ive

this manus cript is scientifically robustand documentation, and to provide more sources to support the Introduction chapter more consistently.
technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences Methodology of the study was clearly presented, and appropriate to the proposed objectives .
may be required for this part. The obtained resuls are important, and have been analyzed and intempreted correctly, in accordance with the

current methodology.
The discussions are appropriate, in the context of the obtained results .

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
sugges tions of additional references , please mention | It is necessary for the authors to make a more extens ive documentation, and to provide more sources to support

them in the review form. the Introduction chapter more consistently.
Minor REVISION comments The English language/quality ofthe article is suitable for academic communications , and the article & access ble to
readers .

Is the language/English quality of the article s
uitable for scholarly communications ?

Optional/General comments The introduction s supported by a single bibliographic source.

Addtional documentation i required.

It is recommended to use the appropriate symbol for coordinates e.g.

"24.47°" instead of "24.47%"

The bibliographic sources in the "Materials and Methods" chapter are correct, but more recent sources would also
be appropriate.

"Table 1" instead of "Table-1"

It is recommended to present the meas urement units associated with the values presented in the text of the article.

The "Conclus ions" chapter could be more consistent.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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