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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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) 

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, the manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as 

it addresses relevant research question. The findings contribute valuable 
insights to the existing body of knowledge in the field. 

 
2. Yes, the title of the article effectively captures the essence of the research, 

providing a clear and concise indication of the study's focus. No alternative title 
suggestions are necessary. 

 
3. Yes, the abstract of the article is comprehensive and summarize the key 

objectives, methodology, results, and conclusions of the research. It provides a 
clear overview for readers. 

 
4. Yes, the subsections and structure of the manuscript are well-organized, 

facilitating easy navigation and understanding of the research.  
 
5. Yes, the manuscript demonstrates scientific accuracy, with well-supported 

methods, data analysis, and interpretation of results. 
 
6. Yes, the references in the manuscript are sufficient and up-to-date, 

encompassing relevant literature in the field. No additional references are 
required as the current ones adequately support the research findings. 

 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
1. Yes, the language and English quality of the article are appropriate for scholarly 

communications. The minor revisions I made using the track changes option in Word have 
enhanced readability of the manuscript, ensuring it meets the standards expected for 
scholarly communication.  
 

2. After reviewing the manuscript, I would like to suggest incorporating shorter sentences to 
improve readability and comprehension. Breaking down complex ideas into concise 
statements can enhance the overall clarity of the content and make it more accessible for 
readers. 
 

3. I noticed that the word "Apple" is consistently capitalized throughout the document. I would 
like to suggest that, in this context, it should be written in lowercase. 

 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

I would like to emphasize the importance of maintaining consistency in the number of decimals for 
numerical values throughout the document. Please ensure that the same level of precision is 
applied consistently across all relevant sections of the manuscript. This will not only enhance the 
overall professional presentation of the research but also contribute to the clarity and accuracy of 
the findings. 
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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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