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

2. Is 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
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A bit ok. The author must follow all comments given in order to improve it.
A bit ok. The author has the work to do, for its right orientation of it.
Yes but data’s are not good presented

No, because for instance, the introduction is very poorer and not captivate. The author must redo it
putting some references.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Poor english which must be revised deeply

Optional/General comments

All comments are in the article. But briefly, the author have to redo the introduction, abstract and
conclusion. He must work deeply also in the discussion improving its English with is weak and
ununderstandable.

The author have to use bibliographic tool in order to give reviewer the manner to check for
originality of works referenced
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