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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 
 

A well-conceived, planned and executed study. 
The introduction is beautifully written. Understandable and with enough references. 
The results are clearly presented. 
The conclusions are solidly presented. 
I think this study can be published after minor corrections. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Data and sentences from the results are repeated in the discussion.  
In my opinion, the data from the results should be excluded from the discussion and the 
focus should be on comparing the results of this study with the results of other, similar 
studies. There are not enough references in this section. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Conclusions should be written more precisely, in concrete and shorter sentences 
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