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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
1. References should be revised (Year, author’s name, journal name, etc.) This section is 
unclear. 
2. The study will be interest to the readers of the specific this field. So, I think is valuable for 
literature but the results are not well presented thus this section would probably need to be 
revised.  
3. The authors should discuss the methods and results more in detail. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. A few current article which related this topic could be added to references. 
2. When the writing of abbreviations (CP, LL) should not to be used dot. 
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