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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? No, The research topic was not innovative, and as a result, it will not be very important for
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) the community of researchers

2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable? No, The title of the research should have been more detailed and the new aspects of the
(If not please suggest an alternative title) research should have been mentioned in it.

3. lIs the abstract of the article comprehensive? In my opinion, the research abstract was just a small reference to a report, and the number

of changes obtained and the importance of the subject were not seen in it.
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
No, The article lacked the correct subdivision of a scientific research.
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
No, The article needs a Serious Major revision.
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.
Yes
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

Overall, the article is very poorly laid out. The title of the article is inappropriate.

The importance of the research topic and the existing scientific gap should be mentioned in
the abstract, and finally, the small number of changes obtained in the results should be
mentioned. In the introduction section, the problems in the subject are mentioned with more
complete explanations and the strengths of the current research are mentioned. The
material and method section is not well defined in the article. The type of tests done and the
materials used and their physical and chemical properties are not mentioned. The results
analysis part is not clear in this research and the results are incompletely presented.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly No, The article is not suitable for publication in a journal.
communications?

Optional/General comments
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