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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

At certain time, the manuscript is difficult to understand because of the changing within the
language. Moreover, one has sometimes the impression that the author is repeating some
declarations. In the same vein, the way the manuscript is written, the length of some sentences,
make difficult the management of the work to be reviewed.

The author will revise the way he introduces an author in its discussion process.

Some among the abbreviations are not defined;

From my personal experience, when you have a result, you first of all present it with reference to
figures or/and tables if possible. After this, you analyze the results in relation to themselves first,
then in relation to the other results obtained in the same field by other researchers that you will
cite. At the end, you try an interpretation to justify the result obtained. While doing so, you can
create links when possible between your personal results.

The topic is interesting and up to date. However, according to me, the author must make easier the
understanding of the manuscript.

| am sure that by reconsidering patiently the whole manuscript, the final version would be very
good.

Minor REVISION comments

| suggest to the author to standardize the language.

Optional/General comments
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Reviewer’'s comment

IAuthor’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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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