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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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1. This article is the result of research, quite important in the scientific community 
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3. Abstract and discussion comprehensive 
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added a minimum of 2 references, provide literature of at least the last 10 years 

5. This manuscript is scientifically justifiable 

6. In the discussion it is necessary to provide an explanation regarding data analysis. It 
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of the data. The results of data analysis need to be discussed based on previous 
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