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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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4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Isai Rosales-Cadena 

Department, University & Country Autonomous University of Morelos State, Mexico 

 


