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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

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

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

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 

2. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 
 

3. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 
 

4. 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) 
 

 
 
Possibly it is important, but the significance of that study strongly depends on the amount 
of information that could be provided. The more is provided, the better. 
 
Yes 
 
 
Yes, however, it has just three sentences. Please read them carefully and produce more, if it 
is possible. 
 
Yes 
 
more or less fine 
 
Please do not write Doi, write DOI instead through all the references. They are sufficient and 
recent. 
 
When I put dots and divide into parts sentences – I am thinking:”Possibly I am writing the 
article” because it is the style of the author, from one hand. From the other – it is absolutely 
inappropriate to leave as it is. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 
communications? 
 

 
Frankly said, the quality of English is suitable for a scholar, but  a review article is a quite 
professional stuff It is very hard to read it when the sentence begins from a non-capital letter, 
moreover when there is no dot. Also, I ought to insert parts of the Object sometimes, that were 
missing, and so on. In addition, it is better to use “etc.” instead of “so on”, as the latter is common 
for a speaking speech.  
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