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If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_abstract_of_the_article_comprehen]Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_manuscript_scientifically_correct]Is the manuscript scientifically correct?
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes, advising the author to check once again for grammatical corrections
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent?
If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes, if possible, advising the author to include future use of his project in the conclusion
	



	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):

	
	Author’s Feedback
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