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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? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 
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interpretations. 
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add citations to support their claims. The author(s) should sharpen the study arguments. 
The arguments behind the study should be made explicit. Thus, the introduction needs 
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The results are also appropriately presented.   
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