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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 
 

Very fascinating and timely topic.  I congratulate the authors on a job well done!  
I believe since the paper is short, I recommend that the authors add new section and 
it could be called Example or Case study.  I recommend that the authors describe 
the theory first, later walk us through with the example to follow.   

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

There are some times where the authors start sprinkling new ideas and theories in the 
conclusion but they never mentioned them in the actual paper.  For example, Fuzzy Logic 
and there are few more.  If you like to keep those terminologies in the conclusion, maybe 
you need to add a paragraph or two talking about them in your literature review section. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Reflect back at your audience and write your paper that your audience will understand.   
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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