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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
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in the introduction part. Please reframe it.

additional suggestions/comments)

1. Introduction is not so rationale with the study. Please reframe it with much more scientific

2. The research question, why the researcher is interested for this study, is not properly visible

Lack of strong controlled methodological backup has been found in the manuscript.

4. Deficiency of scientific explanations under each heading is found in the manuscript and

technically more detailed information should be given under each outcomes.
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly

communications?
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