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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 
the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
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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) 
 

 
 
 

The shortcomings I saw in the article I evaluated and the recommendations I would 
make for the article were presented in the form of articles. 
1.  I'm not sure if the article complies with your journal's policy because your 
journal's content and policy are very different. 
2. He did not specify which statistical program he used in the article. 
3. tables are too large in the article v texts are too large 
4. graphics may need to simplify data and text, or they may use abbreviations 
instead of years. 
5. Some citations do not have references 
6. references seem insufficient. 
7.   Graphics and references are given in the conclusion part, but they are not 
considered appropriate in the conclusion part. 
8. The article contains important information for the region 

Except for the case in point 1, the article can be edited and published, but I am not sure if it 
complies with your journal policy. 
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