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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? 
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3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
Good  
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The manuscript lacks recommendation based on its result 
Old citation could not describe the current situation, these citation should be revised by current one 
Table formats that the author used is not to the scientific standard, it has to be improved 
The discussion part of the manuscript is not well articulated and narrated as well as interlinked to 
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