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

No comments

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results. 5

There is no change needed in abstract. It presents clearly the content of the paper and the main
conclusions.

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this 5
article.

| did not find typos and grammar errors within the text of the article.

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 5

The authors clearly presented the distinctive steps in the study method description. This part of the
paper does not require the changes.

5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors. 4




The table captions should be placed above the tables.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the
content. 5

Yes, but conclusions will be easier to read when they will be presented in the form of points.

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 4

No suggestions
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Accepted, no revision needed X

Accepted, minor revisions needed

Return for major revision and resubmission

Reject

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

The paper is of a very good quality and presents very interesting topic. I have only two small
suggestions:

- please place the table captions above the tables,

- please present the conclusion section in the form of points.

Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only:

The paper is well-prepared, so my recommendation is to accept the paper in current form. The
subsequent sections demonstrate the steps of the research and explain approach and the results
obtained. | would like to point out that I have no doubts in the field of quality assessment of the paper.
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