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the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

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

 
 
 
Is the manuscript important for scientific community? Suitable 
Is the title of the article suitable? Yes 
Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Suitable 
Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? See below general comments 
Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? See below general comments 
Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, 
please mention in the review form. See below general comments 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
 
is necessary. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
My major comments are:  
Introduction section: 

- The problem and motivation should be clearly included in the introduction. 
- Authors should clearly state their contributions to the literature in the introduction. 

Literature review section: 
- Current studies published in prestigious journals should also be included. 
- It is recommended to prepare a table containing the pros and cons of the existing 
studies and add it to the article. 

Conceptual Framework section 
            - It should be explained verbally in more detail in this section. 
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Review Form 1.7 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)  

Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Farzad Kiani 

Department, University & Country Fatih Sultan Mehmet Vakif University, Turkey 

 


