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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) The English language of the manuscript should be 

deeply reviewed. The written English must be carefully 

revised in order to improve understanding the data and 

results of the manuscript. 

 

2) Title: Authors must specify the area covered (the 

region) in this study. 

 

3) Introduction: at the end of the introduction, the 

authors point out the lack of studies in Turkey and justify 

this lack of information. But the authors deal with 

different countries. Why this emphasis was only on 

Turkey? What is the main motivation of this study. 

 

4) What was the hypothesis of this study? and the 

objectives? 

 

5) Materials and Methods: There is a major flaw in the 

description section of the study method.  

• The division of the manuscript in chapters is not 

adequate in this type of publication. 

• The authors explain redundantly the categories 

of questions (29 questions).  

• How was the disclosure of this questionnaire for 

the target audience?  

• How was the questions were designed?  

• How was the divulgation of the proposed 

questionnaire in the internet?  

• How authors had access to these data? 
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•  What was the sample universe?  

• Where these questions were virtually stored?  

• There was statistical analysis?  

• The Bray-Curtis similarity index are showed in 

Figure 5, but it was not described in the 

materials and methods section.  

• This study is not a revision, thus the 

methodology must follow the scientific methods. 

 

6) Discussion: Specific data on the economics of each 

country must be add to the discussion. For example: what 

is the income level of each country. What type of crop is 

developed? What is the percentage of the agriculture and 

industrial activity in the income level? 

 

7) Conclusions:  no citation is allowed in this sections. 

Authors must response directly to the specific objectives 

of the study. It seems like a discussion. What was the 

main contribution of the data analyzed? 

 

Minor REVISION comments   

Optional/General comments 
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