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Compulsory REVISION 
comments 
 

1. English language needs revision – there are grammatical 
errors here and there in the text. 
2. The purpose of the Discussion section of a manuscript is 
not only to mention facts, but also critical analysis of study 
results. Some Discussion sections in the manuscript do not 
seem well associated with the presented results and 
comments or explanations about differences from other 
studies are scarce or lacking. It will be better to include names 
of cited investigators. 
3. Limitations of the study are lacking. Please provide. 
4. It will be useful to have recommendations about future 
research in the manuscript conclusion. 
 

 Thank you for your reviewing my manuscript. 
Ok, I added the limitations of the study, 
recommendations and some comments in 
discussion section.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The authors need to use the same style of references – there 
are minor differences. 
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