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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 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 

suggestion of additional references, please mention in the 
review form. 
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additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
The manuscript is written in a complete way regarding the requirements of the 
scientific research methodology 
 
Citations must be written either with the names of the authors and the year or the 
number found in the references, i.e. one of them 

 
Proposition 2.1. , lemma 2.1, corollary 2.1 are neither quoted from where they 
were taken, nor are they said to be the results of the authors, nor are they verified 
- this dilemma should be clarified 
 
The figures do not look clean, they do not look clear, it is possible to enlarge and 
clarify more about them 
 
The literature in general is old, consult the contemporary literature of recent 
years 
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