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

2. Is thetitle of the article suitable?
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4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
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1. Yes, the manuscriptis very good for scientific community. The discussion are vivid

and clear.

Yes

Yes, very comprehensive

Yes, to some extend

Very correct

The reference are sufficient but, not recent. If more recent reference were used, it

would have been very perfect. Except the author will proof that they are not recent

research on this topic.

7. The author should use the DOI reference style. What is used in the article is the APA
reference style.
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The topic is interesting.

Minor REVISION comments

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

English need to be updated

Optional/General comments

No weakness observed. The article is good.
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