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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? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
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additional suggestions/comments) 
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Yes 
 
No. Abstract is like an Introduction. There is no line of methodology and scope of the study. 
So, author has to rectify it with necessary details. 
 
Yes 
 
Yes 
 
1. Where there is a need of symbol( ') is not given and where there is no need of (') it is 
given. Eg. Last line of abstract, second line of Introduction. So, author has to do the 
necessary changes by readout entire study. 
 
2. Author has to check whether the given abbreviations are explained or not? (Some are not 
detailed). 
 
3. In the part of methodology, author has not mentioned that how many articles are red and 
the classification of literatures. Also not given the number of literatures based on selected 
policies. Also, it is needed the literatures' coverage period which means the study covered 
literatures from ? to ? and total coverage years. 
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