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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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(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
Yes the manuscript is important for the scientific community 
 
Tittle is suitable for the manuscript 
 
Introduction part of the abstract is a bit lengthy. Author can summarise those points into 2 
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and methods are not detailed enough. Authors should also add how the data collected was 
analysed (data analysis). 
 
Yes, manuscript is scenically correct 
 
Author can add more and current references to the introduction section. Statements of facts 
and statistics must be referenced.  
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