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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 
 

 
 In abstract, there is no summary of the material method and the purpose of the 
study is not stated clearlyThere is no represent summary of material metheod and 
clearly aim of study. 
Not sufficiently compared with other literature in the discussion section. 
In the references, species names should be written in italics and also  it is important 
to select new (2018-2019) and relevant literature and use it for more accurate 
discussion of the obtained results. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Corrections should be made where I have shown in the article. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The article can be published in your journal if the necessary corrections are made. 
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