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Compulsory REVISION comments

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

2. lIs thetitle 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?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

a) The present text do not attend the Editor Norms;

b) There are inappropriate use of spaces after general punctuation;

¢) Figures and Legends should be reformulated as far as dimensions and their

position in the corresponding text;

d) Very irregular use of spaces between paragraphs;

e) Inappropriate use of Capital letters when mandatory.

- Nevertheless, taking into account the importance of the specific theme under
consideration, | would recommend a general review of this Manuscript which should

be resubmitted for the Editor appreciation.
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