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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

Is that correct the form of the Abstract?

There are many results in the ltem “Discussion”. It’s
necessary to reformulate this section (For Example:
Lines 196 to 200; Lines 214 to 216; lines 230 to 231...).

The authors may change the Section Conclusion, and it
start this section of the following paragraph: “The
tabacco habits either smoking (Line 249)...” Lines 247
to 248 may be supressed. Line 249 may be supressed
until the word “that”.

| agreed with the reviewers . your suggestions were
really helping for me to make it better .

Minor REVISION comments

All tables must be centralised

Ok

Optional/General comments
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