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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The introduction describes in a logical manner what the authors wanted to achieve. It synthesizes relevant research to outline the context and explain the findings of other authors. Also provides sufficient justification for the research.
The results are presented clearly, in a logical sequence and with an adequate analysis.
The tables accurately describe the data.
The methods are appropriate. There is sufficient information and the manuscript identifies the procedures followed, ordered logically and explained in detail.
The discussions are extensive. 

Nevertheless, the conclusions regarding all this accumulated data do not appear.
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	The title is suitable and reflects the subject of the manuscript. 

	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is concise and clear. Key words are accurate.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is well structured and organized.
Take into consideration:
-abbreviations, once they are written in full, do not need to be repeated in each section of the manuscript.
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	References are recent, but for a review their number is insufficient.
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	-quality of English is very good
-grammatically correct

-scholarly communication is adequate
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	The manuscript provided is of high scientific quality and I believe it deserves to be considered for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There are no ethical issues in this manuscript.
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