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

suggestion of additional references, please mention in 
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This study provides data that can be used in the field of pharmaceuticals and medicine. The 

title of the paper is consistent with the assumed objectives. 

The abstract is formulated according to the objectives of the research. 

 

The structure of the manuscript is properly constructed, covering the steps taken in defining the 

research and interpreting the results. 

 
The way of organizing the study, the presentation of the methods and conditions in which the 
research was carried out, the bibliographic references studied as well as the way of interpreting the 
results are elements that would substantiate the research carried out. 

 

The references studied and used in the presentation are appropriate 
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