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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 
 

• To improve the nomenclature of scientific at the end of 
each species name include the author 

• To use a more updated bibliography for example after 
2010. 

• To improve the introduction with more recent findings    

• In the Methods, to cite the author of the two volume 
equations  

• To test more generic allometric equations before to 
define the best. 

• To describe the process for model selection, diagnostic 
and model validation i.e as described in the book of 
Kutner, Nachtsheim, Neter “applied linear statistic 
models” 

• To include and test more information criteria such as 
AIC, BIB, PRESS, Adjust R2, Furnival Index, etc. 

• To describe the software and the procedure used for do 
so. 

• To adjust the results and discussion and conclusion 
according to the new results from the adjusted methods. 

I have inserted the authority in the 
species name and other corrections  

Minor REVISION comments • To use the capital letters only when necessary   

Optional/General comments To improve the redaction and the use of italics in the species name  
 


