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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 
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) 
 

YES  
 
 
 
YES 
 
 
A bit but abbreviations should be preceded by the full wording with the abbreviation in 
bracket and after that the abbreviation can be used.  
 
Yes, but role played by each authorfor the research should documented. There should be a 
section after the results on Discussion before the conclusion. Role played by each author 
should be declared plus acknowledgement and areas of new research they would 
recommend 
No- references 8, 9 and 10 should be included as well as hopefully in the discussion to be 
written, there should be additional references related to other information provided in the 
discussion- certainly new subsections should be provided including what each abbreviation 
stands for.  
 
 

 

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

communications? 
 

Not quite. The English needs to be improved and I have provided educational supportive 
corrections for the necessary revision and if the authors reflect on my corrections and suggestions 
and are happy to implement the corrections as well as include my suggestions and all my 
suggestions are incorporated then the article can be published. 
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See above You should please share the article with my educational supporting corrections with the 
authors please.  
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