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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? 
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It is important and scientific community can benefit a lot out of it investigation. 
 
 
It is suitable although is long 
 
 
 
Yes! It entails the content of the Article in full. 
 
Yes! They are well structured and follow one another chronological. 
 
It is scientific correct although it look like submission of a thesis on its writing font. 
 
 
References are sufficient. They only lack numbering. 
 
 
Abbreviated words need glossary because are not familiar to readers of other studies. 
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Language English is perfect, reflect the country teach English subjects. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The Article reading is challenging therefore shows enough preparations before is given out to public 
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