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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. The manuscript is important for contributing to the object under study, being a punctual means of 
information for the scientific community. 
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3. Yes. The abstract presents the main ideas of the article in a logical and comprehensive 
sequence. 
 
4. Yes. The structure of the manuscript is appropriate and in accordance with the sequence of 
information. 
 
5. Yes. The manuscript meets all scientific criteria. 
 
6. Yes. The article presents updated and coherent references to the object of study. 
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your publication. 
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