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 Reviewer’scomment Author’scomment(ifagreedwithreviewer,correct 
themanuscriptandhighlightthatpartinthe 
manuscript.Itis mandatorythatauthorsshouldwrite 
his/herfeedbackhere) 

Compulsory REVISIONcomments 

 
1. Isthemanuscript important forscientific community? 

(Please writefewsentenceson thismanuscript) 

 
2.  Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 

(Ifnotpleasesuggest analternativetitle) 

 
3. Isthe abstract ofthearticlecomprehensive? 

 
4. Aresubsectionsandstructureof themanuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you thinkthemanuscriptisscientifically correct? 

 
6. Arethereferences sufficientandrecent?If you have 

suggestionofadditionalreferences,please mentioninthe review 
form. 

 

(Apart fromabove mentioned6 points, reviewersare freetoprovide 

additionalsuggestions/comments) 
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MinorREVISIONcomments 

 
1. Islanguage/Englishquality of the articlesuitableforscholarly 

communications? 

 

Yes,thelanguageis matchingtheskillsofscholarlycommunications. 

 

Optional/Generalcomments ➢   Iprescribe thepapertobeacknowledgedonthegroundsthatthepaperisknowledgeable, 
 

elegantlycomposed,deliberateandallaroundmadesenseof.Thepaperhasnotdeviated from its 

centralthemeand istarget-oriented.The authorhas composedthepaperinsucha waythat itis 

easyforthereviewerandanyoneelseto understand. 

➢   Thepaper'smainstrengthsare its: the  way the paperwas written,how wellit was 
 

coordinated,howitusedtherightstatisticalanalysismethod,wherethecitationswentright, howthe 

contentwasupdated,andhowitwaswrittenin simpleEnglishwith good grammar. Thepaperis 

expressiveandsuccessful. 

➢   As a result, the paper does not contain any flaws, but there is always room for 
 

improvement. 

➢   Thetitleofthepaperis suitable. 

➢ Thetheoreticaliscomposedunequivocallyandtothepointkeepinginviewthefurther 

satisfiedandsettingof thepaper. 
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