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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 manuscript under review analyses a topic that could be of interest to the scientific community. However, it presents significant weaknesses that must be addressed before publication. First, the introduction is only one paragraph with six references and needs to be strengthened. 
Second, the authors do not include enough references from recent years. 
Third, standard deviations greater than the mean are observed, which causes confusion regarding the sampling and analysis performed. 
Fourth, the conclusion should be rewritten, as the results presented do not correspond to the conclusion stated. Finally, the English needs improvement.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Considering the information contained in the manuscript, the title is suitable.
	

	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 manuscript abstract of the article is comprehensive. However, it must be adjusted to the journal.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript under review has correct scientific justification. However, it reveals significant weaknesses.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references presented by the authors are insufficient and they are not recent.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The quality of the English in the reviewed manuscript needs improvement.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The manuscript proposal is interesting. However, it reveals several weaknesses that the authors should address, as mentioned in the previous points. The recommendation is that the authors address these weaknesses.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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