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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
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review form. 

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to 
provide additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
1. Yes 

 
2. Yes 

 
3. There are many grammar mistakes in abstract I will strongly advice that author 

should rewrite and should be understandable for scientific community.  
 

4. yes 
 

5. There are many problems about format and typesetting, such as no blank/more 
spcae space and no punctuation mark at the end of the figure captions as well 
as main body, please revise them in the whole article. 

 
6. References are not enough and neither recent. Author should cite some recent 

articles (last five years). 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 

The manuscript requires significant editing. The writing considerably hindered the 
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