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Compulsory REVISION comments

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

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

3. Isthe 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)
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Abstract is the summary of the research work. The main parameters of the abstract are: what,
how, and why. What: It includes definition of the research work means what is going on in
research work. How: It covers methodology part means define a technique/ methodology that help
to execute your research work. Why: It focus application of the research work means where it can
use. Abstract should not be more than 250 to 450 word. Overall, your abstract may be more
meaningful if you write your abstract as per the above parameters. Overall, your abstract is
meaningful.

Yes
Yes

Without any reference, research work cannot start. References are cited properly.
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
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Optional/General comments

A conclusion is the last part of something, its end or result. When you write a paper, you always
end by summing up your arguments and drawing a conclusion about what you've been writing
about. Overall, conclusion is good.
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