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

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
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4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
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Yes, the benefits of SST VS CT have been discussed, which are important for

scientific community

The title is simple and comprehensive
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There is need of addition of significance of current study at end of abstract (one to

two sentences)

3514 words as per journal recommendations (3000-6000) but “Acknowledgments
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Yes, references are sufficient and recent.
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

English quality of the article is suitable for readership.

Optional/General comments

In results SST and CT should only be used in abbreviated form, as these abbreviations

have already been elaborated in introduction section
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