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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 title is consistent with the text.  
The way the data is presented and the structure of the paper are in accordance with the 
requirements of the journal. 
The study is correctly designed; the analyses performed correspond with the highest 
technical standards. The data are robust enough to draw the conclusions. The methods, 
tools, software, described are presented with sufficient details in order to allow another 
researcher to reproduce the results. 
The importance of the work for the field to which it belongs is quite high. 
The evaluated manuscript can be published. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The way in which the specialized literature is referred is short. Article results are interpreted 
correctly, significant for the tested area and the conclusion are short and concise. In my 
opinion, needs to be elaborated. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

it is well defined. The results are not advanced in the current international knowledge, 
maybe locally. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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