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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 
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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) 
 

 
1. Yes  

 
2. Yes  

 
3. No, the abstract should be in a standard format containing Introduction, method, result 

and conclusion. It should also provide the summary of the total work. 
 

4. No, the manuscript structure should be organized having Introduction, method, result 
discussion and conclusion. There are also inappropriate subtitles. 
 

5. No, structural skeleton is not in the standard form, (see bulletin 4), the reference numbers 
should be within the full stops. The first 4 paragraphs are talking about the general 
concepts and should be categorized as a subtitle Introduction. Next another subtitle 
method should be incorporated and main descriptions of the methods how data were 
collected, organized and analysed should be described.  Starting from the fifth paragraph 
they should be organized under a subtitle Discussion. On the discussion part actual 
findings expressed in percent, significant levels, Odds ratios of the reference articles should 
be discussed and compared. Topographic errors should be corrected. 
 

6. The references are not sufficient, there are huge articles about the subject matter on the 
web, so please incorporate more articles and summarize their content 
 

7. Full terms and Abbreviations ( in bracket) should be only once when it comes first then after 
abbreviations alone will be used. 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
1. Not; it requires grammar and language editing. 
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