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In such studies, in order to fully determine the species list in the

sentences regarding the selected area, it is necessary to take samples in 4 seasons and the

importance of this

manuscript for the
scientific community. A
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sentences may be

required for this part.
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Is the title of the article
suitable?

(If not please suggest an
alternative title)
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Is the abstract of the In the scientific article writing process, it is important to write the Noted
article comprehensive? species names and the Latin names of the supergroups they belong to

Do you suggest the correctly.

addition (or deletion) of

some points in this

section? Please write

your suggestions here.

Is the manuscript There are many scientific deficiencies in the study.

scientifically, correct?

Please write here.

Are the references The bibliography is quite insufficient, for this purpose the following Noted

sufficient and recent? If
you have suggestions of
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suitable for scholarly
communications?

Language is not adequate.
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