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

Yes, it Is  important for scientific community. 
 
Yes. the title of the article is suitable. 
 
Yes. 
 
Yes. 
 
Yes. 
 
No. The few of the  references are not up-to-date, references of the 

last 10 years should be cited, please cite last 10 years references 

,especially references for the last 5 years. 

Apart from above mentioned 6 points,there are following problem to be 

corrected. 

1.the parts of the results and discussion should be separated .In addition the 

part of discussion is not well discussed combined with results and references 

and should make some modifications.   

2.The tables should use the format of  3-line table, please revise the 
format of the tables to 3-line table, especially table1. 

 

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

communications? 

The language is not fluent, suggesting that it should be edited by an 

English native editor. 
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P l ease m ak e l ar ge r ev i si ons ,  espec ia l l y  i n  t he par t  o f  r esul t s ,  

d i scuss i on,  re f e r enc es and l anguage - edi t ing .  A f t er  m ak i ng  

l ar ge r ev i si ons ,  t he  paper  m ay be cons ide red  f or  publ i c at i on  
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