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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) -It’'s OK

2. s thetitle of the article suitable?

D -You must give some results of your study in the summary in 2 or 3 sentences.
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“aim and objectives” as well as 2.0 “Introduction”. The title “review of related
literature” should be removed. Reorganize all this well in the introduction without
putting a number.

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? -Very correct

- The bibliographical references are insufficient. You should do a search for at
least 12 to 15 references and make sure to get some recent bibliographic
references.

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly -The language quality is very correct
communications?
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