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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
The study was well done, and it is easy to read. However, some issues in the paper need 
to be solved before publication. Here are the suggestions for authors on how to improve 
their work. 

1. In your description of your data collection, please be more specific about how you 
sampled. 

 
2. At the end, some more information regarding the scientific use fulness of the 

research could be include 
 

3. I recommend the authors to mention the advantages and disadvantages of 
the statistical method used 

4. I found some typos and grammartical errors. English editing is necessary. 
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The paper is well documented, but needs minor revision 
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