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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
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3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 
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1. I consider the paper relevant to the scientific community in the area of knowledge to 

which it is directed. The statistical work appears to be very well structured. 
2. The title is succinct and appropriate. 
3. The abstract meets the expectation of the paper. 
4. The subsections explain the description of the paper well. 
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6. The references are well out of date, not demonstrating the state-of-the-art of the 

researched topic. I suggest updating the references, for a maximum of publications 
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