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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?
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5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
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The title is not appropriate; it is unclear and does not correspond to the study that was undertaken.

Yes the abstract of the article is comprehensive.

Structure is appropriate but numbering of subsections and detailing of methodology is not
satisfactory

Further research is necessary to prove a few hypotheses.
references are sufficient but these references are not recent

Inadequate IR studies, SEM mentioned but study not included
DSC not studied, In vitro cytotoxicity study not done, references are not cited properly
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Grammatical and typological errors, need improvements in the language
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Inadequate methodologies and not supported with references
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