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article.
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2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and 5
results.
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3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling 5
mistakes in this article.

| did not perceive mistakes. The numbering of the section [the points] — according
to me — it requires the simplification.

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 5

They are introduced very well in the distinguished Figure 1 [particular valuable]

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors.

The structure of the text is clear, the result are clear, | did not perceive errors.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and 5
supported by the content.
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7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 5
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line 4 from above, there is “5.1” and should be “5.”;

line 5 from above, there is “6.1” and should be “6.”;
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“According to my present knowledge, Allan ..... ” [the theory of the economy of Jean
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“5.
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