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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? 
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1. Yes, it is important for the scientific community. 
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3. Yes, comprehensive. 
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5. Proper format and order must be followed. Abstract, Introduction, Literature review, 

Methodology, Results and Discussion, Conclusion and Future enhancements.  
 

6. Literature review is missing and it should be included after introduction.  
 

7. References are satisfied. Suggested to keep numbering for all the references such as 1, 2, 
3, etc… and each reference must be cited in the article content.  
 

8. Suggested to include future enhancements to support the future researchers after the 
conclusion part. 
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