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Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct
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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thetitle 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?
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The manuscript is not scientifically written and has inadequate grammatical form. Lower case
letters were used at the beginning of the sentence and after the period. Capital letters were often
used. The sentences are sometimes confusing and meaningless. In a manuscript the authors are

referenced in the text and listed in the reference list.

We tried to make some adjustments, believing it to be a typing error, but it is clear that the entire
text has the same problem. The manuscript is fragile in all its items.
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