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Compulsory REVISION comments

All manuscript. Corrected from e.g. “[11,12]" to “[11-12]".

Correct stylistic errors, missing and redundant periods and commas, format the text
appropriately.

There are no references to where they were taken from in the photos and schmars.
BRIEF REVIEW OF THE STATE OF THE ART - should be included in the introduction
The titles of chapters and subsections should refer to the content described in them,
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The manuscript will be re-edited and reflect on its logic.

Part of conclusion he repeats word for word with the introduction and abstract. Rewrite.
Improve.

In reference 2 publications from 2019, none from 2020-2021. The literature should be
updated with the missing years.
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