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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? Yes.

(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle 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? The subsection Empirical Review has no notes under it. It should be deleted or the notes
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? | think the manuscript is scientifically correct.
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Yes, but ‘the’ was omitted. Please see tracked changes.

It is comprehensive but with too many communication and English language errors.
Please see track changes.
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communications?

More and serious proof reading is required.
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This is a research paper or article but it is not a dissertation as indicated in the abstract
of the study.
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