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Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. Introduction is not adequate and sufficient. 
2. A conclusion is the last part of something, its end or result. When you write a paper, you always end by 

summing up your arguments and drawing a conclusion about what you've been writing about. Overall, 
your paper may conclude in a better way. 

3. Abstract is the summary of the research work. The main parameters of the abstract are: what, how, 
and why. What: It includes definition of the research work means what is going on in research work. 
How: It covers methodology part means define a technique/ methodology that help to execute your 
research work. Why: It focus application of the research work means where it can use. Abstract 
should not be more than 250 to 450 word. Overall, your abstract should be more meaningful. 
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 1. The paper is technically correct.  

2. Title is appropriate.  
3. The theorems with proofs are justified. 
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