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Compulsory REVISION comments
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? Yes. Manuscript is important for society
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)
2. Isthetitle of the article suitable? Yes. The title is suitable for article.
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Okay. Please need to concentrate on structure of manuscript.
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? Yes. Scientifically sufficient.
Citation(10) has been missed and some contents are not in proper manner. Recent year
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? paper can conclude in reference section for reputation of your paper. Need more
attention in reference paper since it was a survey paper.
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form. Please try to follow the format as closely as possible and missing in chapter and
subsection number. Refer our manuscript format
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additional suggestions/comments)
Conclusion section: Summarize sentences the primary outcomes of the study in a
paragraph. Are the claims in this section supported by the results, do they seem
reasonable? Have the authors indicated how the results relate to expectations and to
earlier research? Does the article support or contradict previous theories? Does the
conclusion explain how the research has moved the body of scientific knowledge
forward?
Each citation should be written in the order of appearance in the text in square
brackets.
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Kindly check written research due to grammatical errors,
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
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