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(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
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Articles are very important to the scientific community

The title of the article is in accordance with the contents of the article

The article abstract is very complete

The script structure fits perfectly

In my opinion the article is very scientific because it uses language with quite good
grammar, the style of the enclosure meets the rules of international journals, the literature

review is very up to date

The bibliography is quite up to date

Minor REVISION comments
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

The language quality is quite good
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In general, good articles, according to the style of the journal in general. The article has met the
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discussion as well as consistency conclusions
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