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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. lIs thetitle 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)

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No, certain thing needs improvement

No, the author needs to add more recent references

Minor REVISION comments

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

communications?

Yes

Optional/General comments

It's observed that the keywords section contains repetitions from the title. For a more
effective representation of your work, consider incorporating unique terms that capture the
essence of your research, beyond those already used in the title.

The introduction could benefit from a more specific statement of the research gap and the
primary objective of this study. Ideally, these crucial details should be conveyed in the
concluding paragraph of the introduction.

The section on materials and methods requires additional detail about the research
process. Also, it's generally recommended to avoid stating the aim of the experiment in this
section. As such, consider removing the first paragraph from this section.

The manuscript lacks clear information about the statistical analysis method employed in
the study. Please specify the statistical techniques used for data analysis.

Ensure that the full form of any abbreviation is provided when it’s first introduced in the text.
This will enhance readability and comprehension for your readers.

The reference list could be enriched by including more recent and relevant literature. This
will not only update the context of your research but also demonstrate your engagement
with the latest studies in your field.

The conclusion drawn from the study could be strengthened. Please consider providing a
more robust conclusion that captures the key findings, potential limitations, and
opportunities for future research.
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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