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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
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? 

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

suggestion of additional references, please mention in the 
review form. 
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additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 

1. This is a topic of interest to the scientific community. 
2. The title is correct. 
3. The abstract conveys the subject clearly. 
4. The structure of article is correct. 
5. The data used are reliable and the methodology is appropriate. 
6. The references are sufficient and recent. 

 
 
 
In the conclusions section, Further discussion and analysis discussion are carried out.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 

The English language of the paper needs minor improvements.  
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It is suggested to present some prospects for future work and real progress in this 
theme, if the authors think it pertinent. It should be interesting to demonstrate that 
results contributed to develop the line of research. 
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