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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 
 

 
The manuscript is sufficiently robust and has good contributions for this area, but the authors should improve the writing and 
some topics. The abstract is succinct, but the authors should only add a justification for the study. The authors should 
improve the introduction, better exploring the studding factors, exposing the hypotheses including scientific works that justify 
this hypothesis and explaining the objective of the work. The material and methods are confusing. The authors should rewrite 
this topic following the chronological order of events. The authors should add a brief description of the statistical analyzes 
applied to the data obtained. The results are well described, but the discussion needs to be further explored. In addition, the 
authors need to present arguments that justify the results found. For more suggestions, see the manuscript. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Authors must add a statistical analysis for the evaluation of the data obtained, like the Tukey test. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
I really liked the work and I believe that the suggestions will improve the quality of the research. This manuscript may be 
accepted after requested revisions.  
Consider after Major Changes 
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