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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	This work presents an interesting idea and presents it in a well-founded manner with extensive experimental evidence.
English does not present any difficulties for understanding, and the level of complexity of the argument is adequate for a scientific book.
The work is also quite didactic thanks to the good number of figures and tables.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes 
	

	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.

	Although this is an abstract for a book, not a paper, I believe that citing figures (which will be in the text) or even references that support the work is inappropriate, I suggest reviewing the Abstract.
My suggestion: be more direct.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	I believe that there are no very apparent flaws in the text, hypotheses and/or experimentation. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	As it is a book - and with extensive information - I consider that the number of references is small, which also makes it difficult to analyze the work (as informed in the previous item).
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	Yes, but in the final review I suggest removing ideograms (I believe in Chinese, but I can't say for sure), especially from the figures, since the language chosen for the book was English. Furthermore, many of the figures/tables have low resolution or formatting. This will have to be redone.
	

	Optional/General comments

	I would like to propose that the work be accepted. 
	










	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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