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Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

As for the objective of the work, it should be highlighted, as well as the working hypothesis. On
the other hand, the innovation of the work and its specific contribution should be emphasized.

the abstract should be improved by putting more hard data on the results obtained.
it is recommended to update the bibliographic references

it is recommended to make a broader discussion where the best obtained conditions are

presented.
Is the title of the article suitable? yes
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do yes
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some
points in this section? Please write your
suggestions here.
Are subsections and structure of the manuscript yes

appropriate?

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

the article is scientifically and technically sound as it uses the scientific method to evaluate the different
variables of the study.

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

increase the updated bibliography
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Is the language/English quality of the article
suitable for scholarly communications?

The quality of English should be improved
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