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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article.
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The title is very clear.
2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results.
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The abstract was a bit difficult to navigate at first glance. Perhaps it could be summarized a bit
more clearly and succinctly.
3. There are grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article.
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There are some areas that could use commas in order to further clarify the sentences, but this is
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4. The study methods are explained clearly.
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(An explanation is recommendable)
5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors.
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6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the
content.
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