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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The manuscript subject is valid. However, the presented text only introduces the study 
proposal and do not contain results and conclusion of the study. The text is poor and 
presents little information. Also, the manuscript structure is inadequate; the text and 
abbreviations must be revised.  The Results section is not available. The Discussion 
section it’s not relevant because it doesn’t discuss results of the present study. 
Conclusion is also not available. The Reference section is disorganized and non-
standard. 
The abstract is incomplete, missing results and conclusion.  
The manuscript must be completed and improved for new submission. 
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