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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

1. Yes, theresearch topic is very interesting.
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2. Is thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
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communications?

Optional/General comments

The job shows a complete statistical description. In addition to descriptive statistics, an
exploratory analysis was done using a dendrogram. It would be necessary to clarify why the
Pearson coefficient (highlighted in yellow) is chosen with so few samples (do the continuous

observed variables have a normal distribution?).

Perhaps you would apply some statistical methodology (hypothesis tests) to draw conclusions

since the exploratory analysis only shows sample results.
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