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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 general, the manuscript is good, it represents 
scientific relevance. The results are adequate and 
has important mean to that region. but the 
manuscript does not present discussion, the 
authors just presents the results. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

At the abstract i do not understand why the text are 
in capital letter. In the 40 line, i think instead of 
cutamenia should be catamenia. 
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