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Compulsory REVISION comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s Feedback (Please
correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the
manuscript. It is mandatory
that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

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.

It looks it is a substantial and unique
manufscript for the science in its field.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

The title of the article is appropriate to
the content.

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest
the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please
write your suggestions here.

The abstract adequately covers the
content of the article. There is no need
an addition or deletion in this part on
my side.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

Objectives, methods and results are
sufficiently objective. Tables and
figures are understandable. Scientific
interpretation and presentation are
successful.

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.

It is aresearch article appropriate to
the purpose of the journal. It is
scientifically satisfying.

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

The references presented in the
bibliography are sufficient.

Thank you for your contribution to
science.
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