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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 5

The titles summarizes the issue and where it takes place

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results. o

(Please insert your comments)The abstract states the objectives, the methods, and implications

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this >
article.

No apparent and serious mistakes

4. The study methods are explained clearly. S

The methods are explained in detail

5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors. S

No errors

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the o
content.

Analysis, conclusions are accurate

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. S
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