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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 
 
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. Maybe. 
2. Yes. 
3. No. 
4. No. 
5. No. 
6. No. 
 
Additional Comments: 
 
While this paper delves into a highly intriguing topic related to string theory, it fails to 
deliver a cohesive, comprehensive, and detailed explanation of the methods used, the 
findings obtained, or the significance of the research. The use of advanced and complex 
concepts in the paper is commendable, but the lack of sufficient background explanation 
makes it nearly impossible for readers to grasp the essence of the work. 

 
The methodology is particularly convoluted. The mathematical constructs and equations 
presented are not elaborated upon, and the steps followed to arrive at them are not 
explained, making it difficult for readers to understand how the results were reached. 
Furthermore, there seems to be a lack of context or clarity as to how these equations 
correlate to the objective of the paper, i.e., the origin of particles. 

 
The conclusions section provides no substantive discussion of the results or implications of 
the findings. It is rather abrupt and doesn't offer a meaningful interpretation of the results 
obtained. This makes it challenging to comprehend the implications of the research or its 
contribution to the field of string theory. 

 
The references mentioned do not seem to provide adequate justification or support for the 
arguments made in the paper. There is a clear need for more references to existing research 
in the field to provide context for the research and to substantiate the arguments made. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
The English language quality of the article is not up to par for scholarly communications. 
There are several instances where the sentence structure and phrasing make it difficult to 
discern the author's intent. Many parts of the text are dense and unclear, lacking the 
necessary clarity and precision required for academic writing. Proper transitions and 
explanations are also lacking, making the narrative hard to follow. A professional language 
editing service may be beneficial to enhance the readability of the text. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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