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

5 Excellent

(Please insert your comments)
The results are clear and well explained.
6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and
supported by the content.

4 Very Good

(Please insert your comments)
The conclusion is accurate and supported by the content. The authors should
however include policy recommendations.
7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate.

5 Excellent

(Please insert your comments)
The references are very up to date and comprehensive as well as appropriate.

Overall Recommendation(mark an X with your recommendation)：
Accepted, no revision needed
Accepted, minor revision needed
Return for major revision and resubmission
Reject

X

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):
• Should create a column for policy recommendations of the
paper after the conclusion as 5. Policy recommendations.
• Expand the policy recommendations since what you have here
is very scanty.
• Where citation of authors is used for the first time is more
than one, the names of all the authors should be listed ad upon
subsequent citation of the same authors then, et al , can be
used but not upon first citation as the authors have adopted
here in their paper.
Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only:
The paper good for publication in the journal and should be accepted with
minor revision as indicated above in the paper.

