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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title 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? 
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1. Yes, the manuscript is crucial for the scientific community. Main aim of this article is to share their 
findings, allowing for peer review, knowledge dissemination, and advancing scientific progress. 
Through publication, scientists build upon existing research and contribute to a collective body of 
knowledge. 
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3. Yes, the abstract is concise and comprehensive. It summarizes the research question, 
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possible publication. 
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