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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
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theoretical work.

The title of the article is suitable in its current form.

Structure of the manuscript is appropriate.

Manuscript is scientifically correct.

additional suggestions/comments)

References are sufficient.

The article talks of calculating the positions of the collinear equilibrium points for
the increasing values of tri-axiality coefficient. Useful for further studies and

The abstract could be improved. Abstract is written in first person.
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly

communications?

of grammatical and punctuation mistakes and incorrectness.

The abstract is written in first person.

Spellings are inconsistent and wrong throughout the manuscript.
Example: Poyting-Robertson Drag is the wrong spelling.
Grammatical errors need to be corrected

Punctuation error need to be corrected throughout the manuscript.

Quality of the article is NOT suitable for scholarly publication. The article contains plenty
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