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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? 
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6.  Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion 
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1.  Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 

1.   A better more guided review of the literature is needed, after including recent 

References. 
 

2.   Authors need to find a native speaker of English to review it. 
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1.   Include more RECENT references.   More recent papers can be included in the 

References. (published in 2021 , 2022 & 2023) 

 

2.   Refer IEEE Taxonomy 2023 for the standard keyword selection. 
 
 

3.   Introduction need to be compressed. It should be in crisp manner. 
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