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Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

The paper approaches a relevant topic within the scope of the journal. It will be interesting for the
readers and can be accepted when certain adjustments will be made by the author(s).

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.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please yes
write here.

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

Is the language/English quality of the article yes

suitable for scholarly communications?

Optional/General comments

It would be useful to revise the citation records in Table 3. Some papers have much more citations than
that of being indicated

One more subsection is needed in section “5. Results” to support the research questions with the
usage of literature review. Namely, describe how the 35 selected articles support the research
guestions and fulfil the target of the research.
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