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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) 

 
1. YES----Time has already alarmed us to think better on this aspect 

and make our legacy more sustainable for a better future because 
earth is not only for humans but for all other creatures existing and 
about to evolve in future.  
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3. Yes 
4. Yes 
5. Yes 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
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1. It is obvious that mankind is progressing towards development by utilizing better 

mining technologies for ore exploitation but simultaneously destroying its very 
own environment and making it less sustainable for living in future. 

2. Policies, authorities, dialogues, debates and summits are essential for 
development but unless it is implemented/ obeyed properly it is of no 
importance for a sustainable earth. 

3. Nevertheless, government and regulatory authorities have much wider 
responsibility than any individual in preserving environment and making 
sustainable development for a country and globally as well. 
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