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PART1:ReviewComments 

 Reviewer’scomment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 
correctthemanuscriptandhighlightthat partinthe 
manuscript.Itismandatorythatauthorsshouldwritehis/
herfeedback here) 

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments 

 
1. Isthemanuscriptimportantforscientificcommunity? 

(Pleasewritefewsentencesonthismanuscript) 
 

2. Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 

(If notpleasesuggestanalternativetitle) 

 
3. Isthe abstractofthearticlecomprehensive? 

 
4. Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscriptappropriate? 

 
5. Doyouthinkthemanuscriptisscientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you havesuggestion 

of additional references, please mention in thereviewform. 

 
(Apartfrom 
abovementioned6points,reviewersarefreetoprovideadditionalsug
gestions/comments) 

 
 
 
 
 
I consider that it is convenient to point out the intention and the effort that the authors make in 
wanting tomakethemanuscriptandbringan 
experiencetoaresearchproduct,thatiscertainlyvaluableand recognized.Ithink itwould be an 
interestingmodeltoimproveand clearlyestablish originality. 
Your work is interested, written well, and organized. However, there are some comments should 
beconsideredbeforepublishing,inthisway,thescientificquality ofthemanuscriptwouldbeimproved. 
Isuggesttheauthorsupdatethebibliography,manyofthecitationsaremorethan15yearsold,thereforeIsugg
est adding recent references which address the issue in question. Suggested citations are for 
genuinescientificreasonsthat emphasize the currenttopicof studyincontext. 
Authors should consider the corrections suggested by the reviewers. In this way the postulated 
manuscriptwould bereasonablypresented, fluentreading. 

 

MinorREVISIONcomments 
 
1.Islanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitablefor 

scholarlycommunications? 

  

Optional/Generalcomments   
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment(if agreed with reviewer, 
correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should 
write his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical 
issues here in details) 
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