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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 manuscript has been reviewed. The authors should make the following major revisions 
for the manuscript to be considered for publication: 

1. The abstract is too short and does not contain relevant details. It has to be 
modified to include a brief background of the research and short explanation of the 
work done in the manuscript. 

2. There is no discussion of the results derived in the manuscript.  

3. A conclusion section with a summary of the research work done and the 
significance of the results is needed. 

4. The manuscript has to be revisited to improve the quality of English used. There 
are several grammatical errors which require correction. 

5. Some composite words like “non-negative” are not hyphenated. This has to be 
corrected. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
- 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The results are New and Good. I RECOMMEND THE ARTICLE FOR PUBLICATION 
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feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 

 
Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: P. Agilan 
Department, University & Country ST. Joseph’s College of Engineering, India 
 
 


