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importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
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This manuscript can be very limited and locally useful for scientific communities. Valuable work
has been done and simple results have been achieved, which has a relative value according to
new research and the application of advanced and up-to-date technologies
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Regarding the correctness and technical value of this article, it should be said that the
materials and methods section of this article is very brief and presented only with reference,
which is also very old but definitely correct. The obtained numerical results cannot be judged
as correct or incorrect due to insufficient materials and methods. All in all, very limited valuable
work has been done
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