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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 
 

1. In the abstract, the “Aim” seems not aims, but methods. 
2. The conclusions have not been evidenced strongly by the results.  
3. In the abstract and Introduction, it was said that “the filtration process is not 

visualized by this nickel mesh filtration technique”. However, this paper did not 
solve the problem. It will make readers confused. 

4. In the results, stage 2 scattered from 65% to 96%, the authors should estimate 
the samples needed statistically. Maybe 8 is not enough and more tests are 
needed. 

5. Figure 3 is not typical to show correlations between two parameters. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. Did the last sentence in “Methods” indicated data analysis? 

2. □ and △ are grey in the figure. Please make them the same. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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