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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 

1- Keywords section has been edited. 

2- All the words Parkinson's disorder or Parkinson's illnes in the article 

should be changed to Parkinson's disease. 

3- All abbreviations used in the article should be the same throughout 

the article. After the abbreviation is written openly where it is first 

written, the same abbreviation should be stated in the same way. It is 

recommended to use only abbreviation in the continuation of the 

article. 

4- The discussion section is not written well enough. Only two 

references are used in this section. It is recommended to rewrite a little 

longer in the accompaniment of current literature. 
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