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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 
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provide additional suggestions/comments) 
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4. Yes 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
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Optional/General comments 
 

The information given into the manuscript is good and informative scientifically. However there 
are some suggestions to do in order to make the manuscript more attractive and informative. 
Introduction 

 Write it with four paragraph in maximum; 
 Avoid unnecessarily long paragraphs. Break up your paragraphs into smaller, 

useful units; 
 The 1st paragraph should contain the general background of the topic; 
 The 2nd and 3rd  paragraphs should discuss previous works related to the topic; 
 The last paragraph should Point out issues that are being addressed about the 

problem and the purpose of the present work. 
 Discussion 

 Your discussion section should answer why you obtained the observed results 
and also why your results are important. Do not simply restate the results. 
Highlight how your research contributes to the current knowledge in the field 
and mention the next steps or what remains. Feel free to explain why your 
results falsify current theories if that is the case; 

                          If possible add the limitations of your study in the last paragraph with a 
subheading. 
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