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Reviewer L:
Recommendation: Resubmit for Review

The TITLE is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article.

Yes The TITLE is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article

The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results.

A lot of corrections to make.

There are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article.
Yes

The study METHODS are explained clearly.

The methodology needs to be better explained. It should aim to achieve the objectives
set.

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

the body of the text contains errors.

The CONCLUSION or summary is accurate and supported by the content.
To be improved

The list of REFERENCES is comprehensive and appropriate.

References are incomplete for the whole.

Please rate the TITLE of this paper.

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

4

Please rate the ABSTRACT of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

2



Please rate the LANGUAGE of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

3

Please rate the METHODS of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

2

Please rate the BODY of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

4

Please rate the CONCLUSION of this paper.
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

2

Please rate the REFERENCES of this paper.

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

1

Overall Recommendation!!!

Return for major revision and resubmission

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):



You need to read a lot and understand the subject. Know what problem you're trying
to solve and use the methodology to get there.
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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of 4
the article.

(Please insert your comments)




2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and 3
results.

(Please insert your comments)

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

(Please insert your comments)

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 4

(Please insert your comments)

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 4

(Please insert your comments)

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and 4
supported by the content.

(Please insert your comments)

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 2

(Please insert your comments)

Overall Recommendation (mark an X with your recommendation) :

Accepted, no revision needed

Accepted, minor revision needed X

Return for major revision and resubmission

Reject

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s): on the whole, the
document has been very well written. however, the authors need to
make a few corrections to improve the quality of the document. the
different parts are well respected in the document and a scientific
approach has also been followed. Thank you

Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only:



the editors on the whole have really respected the various parties
involved. | suggest that they integrate and take into account the various
recommendations made in the document.



