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PART 1: Review Comments

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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

The manuscript presents interesting content and is well prepared.

The introduction contains the most important information, the material and
methods are described in detail. Various analyzes have been used for qualitative
assessment which adds value to the work. The results are well presented and
described. The conclusions reflect the entire research and reflect the most
important statements. The literature is well chosen. | have no negative comments
on the manuscript.

Minor REVISION comments

However, | am not satisfied with a little detailed discussion of the research results, but it
does not change a very good impression about the whole work, which is prepared very
well.

| would suggest putting the keywords in alphabetical order and removing the double
"breed" in the first line of the fourth introductory paragraph.

Optional/General comments

not applicable
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