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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 spite of being a short communication, to abound in details of methodology and results
would make the publication more robust. Surely, the authors have the necessary
information to complete the article. In the text of the manuscript are added comments that
leave raised the questions that arise from the reading and that can not be answered with
the methodology and the results presented.

Minor REVISION comments

The wording has been a bit neglected, among other details the name of the species had to
be corrected in the title, the bibliography does not follow the rules of the Journal, the lines
were not numbered, etc. These and other minor revisions and corrections are found in the
text. See control of changes in the manuscript.

Optional/General comments

The subject is interesting and the article could be published after being reviewed.
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