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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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6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
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additional suggestions/comments) 
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Change as scientifically 

very short and not covered all the research points. 

 
Methodology: Concise but lacking the information regarding citation of estimation methodology. 
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Discussion : a) Not discussed in depth 
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c) Compare your result with other work 
d) Why your work is important, and so on… 
 
Conclusion: must concludes the results in proper manner. 
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authors 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

The paper needs thorough revision. Discussion of the results should be increase. Relevance and 
number of citations are needed. 
Spelling error mentioned in manuscript in red colour 
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The number of words in abstract exceeded what is in the instructions for Authors. 
No Pages numbering. 
Rewrite the reference as mentioned in the guideline provided by the journal. 
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