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Dear authors, congratulations on the article. | wish the authors a good chance of
being published, however, it will be necessary to review and score issues that can
improve the quality of the manuscript.

Abstract
Must agree as requested from the journal.

Introduction
You have problems with standardizing the text font,
It is not clear what the purpose of the study is.

Methods
The authors do not make clear what type of study is being performed.

Results
Tables should accompany the text and not be played in the attachment.

Discussion
The authors do not discuss their results with other literature.

Conclusion
Must be more concise and objective
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