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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 
 

 
 
Abbreviations such as BBS and FY should be given. 
Detailed information about the importance and scope of the study should be given in the 
introduction. 
3. Analyzes and comments in the RESULTS AND DISCUSSION section should be made in 
more appropriate terms. 
The result section is insufficient. It should be rewritten and suggested to cover the general 
results of the study. 
There are errors in the references of the study, should be reviewed. 
 

 
 
Short forms were elaborated.  
Importance and scope were tried to add.  
Results and discussion section was improved in respect of writing styles and 
contents. 
Reference writing style was edited.  
All the changes made in the texts are highlighted with yellow colour. 
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