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Minor REVISION comments 

 

It has been a pleasure reading this impressive and very well-
presented work, I came to the conclusion that it is a greatly 
original contribution to be published in this journal. 
However, there are minor issues that preclude the acceptance 
for publication.  
1) The manuscript should be checked by an English reader to 
perform the language. 
2) The abstract should be rewritten, it contain many 
miswritten sentences. 
4) The number of replicates is very important because 
without this information it is impossible to know the 
representativeness of the experiment. All values must be 
presented as mean ± SD from triplicate determinations. For 
this reason, some data should be repeated and confirmed as 
suggested. 
5) All results must be statistically analyzed and significant 
differences must be added in the text. Statistical analysis of 
the presented results must be revised carefully. 
6) Conclusion should be revised carefully and rewritten. 
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 We have taken average of triplicate .Now to get 

the original values is difficult, after my 

retirement it was discarded. 
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