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The work is interesting and the treatments and their 

comparisons are correctly presented. One main flaw 

is the extension of the work. Is there any limit for the 

total number of pages for this journal? I strongly 

recommend to shorten the discussion, highlighting 

the principal findings, and the introduction must also 

be shortened.  

Another problem is the about English grammar and 

vocabulary. There are so many mistakes that it is 

impossible to point them in detail; pay attention 

especially in files 81, 91, 100, 162, 189, 309, 310, 321, 

323, 328, and so on. For example, the word “actual” 

(meaning “real”) is badly used throughout the work. 

So, I recommend a strong revision by any English 

speaking people. 
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relevant to provide details of our study , we 

would like to keep the length as it is. Actually 

another reviewer is requesting to add more 

details and explanation which in that case will 

make the manuscript even longer. We have 

deleted statements to make the reading smooth. 

 
The text has been edited throughout. 
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