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

2. Isthetitle of the article suitable?
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Relatively; The language seemed a bit convoluted sometimes; sometimes a too colloquial for
a scientific article.

Yes. If | might say there are a few paragraphs in the introduction that came across as a bit
non pertinent and almost not relevant for the core of the article.
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There are a few statements within the core of the article that deemed to be irrelevant or
unsupported by referred literature. | would suggest the authors to review it.
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1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

The English quality is regular. | would strongly advise for the authors to revise it.

Optional/General comments

Created by: DR Checked by: PM Approved by: MBM

Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)



https://www.journaljocamr.com/index.php/JOCAMR/editorial-policy

Review Form 1.7
PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment

IAuthor’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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Reviewer Details:

Name:

Paulo Ricardo Pereira de Oliveira

Department, University & Country

Universidade Luterana do Brasil, Brazil

Created by: DR Checked by: PM

Approved by: MBM

Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)




