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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. The manuscript is to carry important qualifications for scientific community.
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 2. Article title is suitable this compilation article.
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 3. Abstract
General information has a large place in the abstract. The purpose of the research should
2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable? be explained more clearly. Only suggestions are made in the abstract. The result of the
(If not please suggest an alternative title) research is not mentioned. The result of the research should be mentioned in a few lines.
Giving information about the content of the article is important for the readability of the
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? article.
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 4. Subsections and structure of the manuscript
In the conclusion section of the article, table values should be explained and interpreted in
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? one or two sentences.
There is a lack of resources in the discussion section. The result of the research should be
6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of explained in more detail and discussed with more sources. The conclusion of the article is
additional references, please mention in the review form. not mentioned in the discussion. The effect of the work done can be discussed in more
detail in a wide range.
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
additional suggestions/comments) The scientific formal format of the article is correct. However, there are deficiencies and
sections that need to be corrected in the spelling and content format of the article. The
sections that need to be corrected and worked on are explained in detail in the previous
articles and marked on the article.
6. References
References are insufficient in the discussion section of the article. This section needs to be
supported with more references.
Minor REVISION comments
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 1. The grammar of the article is appropriate.

communications?
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