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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. 
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additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
1. The manuscript is important to the scientific community; however, the manuscript 

needs to revise. 
2. Yes, suitable 
3. Need to revise 
4. Yes  
5. Yes  
6. Look old, need to update/ need to add recent references.    

 
Generally, the manuscript needs to revise and the author should address the following: 

- Abstract – looks too long, remove the first three sentences, mention the problem 
statement directly then go to your methodology/solution, and finally your result 

- Introduction 
- - missing citations/references! do not mention your work first! (move it to end of the 

introduction), add a final paragraph to describe the following sections 
- Explain Figure 1 
- You have repeated sentences!  

 
- LR  (looks weak!) 

 
- Re-write it/ arrange it 

 
- Cite the works correctly 

 
- Do not use (' we ') 

 
- Methodology: missing methodology, write steps/ draw chart / explain your 

methodology clearly  
 

- And finally: for implementation and results: no need to all figures you can just draw 
charts or tables include your results with the analysis  and compare them with 
previous work  
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communications? 
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1- Missing citation within the body of the manuscript 
2- Missing explanation/ mentioned of figures within the body of the manuscript 
3- Missing equations  
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