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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. lIs 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.
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Yes, it is.
Suitable.

Yes, it is.

No, as per the Journal author guidelines, the text, excluding the abstract, if required, can
be divided into numbered sections with brief headings. Starting from introduction with
section 1. subsections should be numbered (for example 2.1 (then 2.1.1, 2.1.2, 2.2, etc.),
up to three levels.

Yes.

Yes.

1. As per the Journal guidelines, this belongs to the article type as "Case Study or Case
Report".

2. Immediately after the abstract, about 4-8 keywords should be given.

3. Non-standard abbreviations should be listed, and the full form of each abbreviation
should be given in parentheses at first use in the text.

4. Consent, Ethical approval details were recommended to provide.

5. Carefully read the article and correct the spelling mistakes found wherever applicable.
6. Ethical approval details to be provided in the article.
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Yes, to be improved.
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