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To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The abstract should be concise and informative. It should not exceed 300 words in length. 
Accordingly, the summary should be expanded in a more understandable way. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
According to journal rules: The text is single-spaced; Uses a 12-point font; uses italics instead of 
underlining (except URL addresses); and all illustrations, figures and tables are placed at the 
appropriate points, not at the end of the text. 
Arrange the study from beginning to end according to the writing rules of the journal. 
The text adheres to the stylistic and bibliographic requirements outlined in the Author Guidelines. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The study is weak in terms of method and expression. Proofreading should be done after 
corrections are made. Publishable after these are done. 
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