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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
- Check spelling errors, including the use of uppercase and lowercase letters  
- Review the same references in the same paragraph, that is, after a sentence and 

reference the following sentence with the same reference. This is found in the 
introduction 

- I suggest writing the last paragraph of the introduction as: The objective of this 
work was ... 

- It is necessary to place references in materials and methods 
- In Figure 3.4, it is necessary to place units of the y-axis 
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