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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      Your review article makes a valuable contribution to the literature in your 
field. With the suggested revisions and attention to detail, it has the potential 
to become an essential reference for researchers, practitioners, and 
policymakers interested in the topic 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
YES 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 
YES 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 
YES 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
Comment regarding references has been added. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 

Reviewer Comments 
Your review article makes a valuable contribution to the literature in your field. With 
the suggested revisions and attention to detail, it has the potential to become an 
essential reference for researchers, practitioners, and policymakers interested in the 
topic. 
• Your introduction sets the stage effectively, but consider refining it to 
provide more context. In the conclusion, reiterate the main takeaways and their 
broader significance. 
• Pay attention to grammar, punctuation, and style consistency throughout the 
manuscript. A polished language and consistent writing style enhance the 
professionalism of your work. 
• Make the references style according to Journal.  
• The discussion on future prospects and implications of the reviewed studies 
is a strong point of your article. Expanding on this aspect further can enhance the 
article's appeal and relevance to readers interested in the subject's evolution. 
• Add some more latest citations. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

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

communications? 
Yes, but need some improvement 
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