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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) 
 

 
 

The manuscript content is important to the scientific research community. 
 
 
The title is suitable for the manuscript content. 
 
 
The abstract is sufficient for the manuscript except that the paragraph can not align using 
justify or others alignment methods because of improper end of line characters in the 
abstract. 
 
 
The subsections and structure of the manuscript is good except that the uses of font’s size 
are not consistent. 
 
 
This manuscript scientifically acceptable correct. 
 

             The number of references for the manuscript are sufficient, 5 references are in  
             1900s and  2 references are unknown year. 
 
 

    

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

communications? 
 

 
 
 
The language/English quality of the article is quite unacceptable for scholarly communications. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 

 The manuscript paragraphs are not align in justify manner  and indent properly. 

 The use of fonts, arial and times in the introduction section are not aesthetic in writing a 
manuscript. 

 The author is advised to remove the end of line characters in this manuscript in order to do 
the paragraph’s alignment. 

 The author use an ‘a’ character to represent an alpha symbol, this is nor recommended. 

 The punctuation not proper right with cap letter of the words. 

 Table caption should be on the top of the table (refer to table 1), table caption is too long. 

 Table 1-8 that is referred in page 7 in the manuscript is not found. 

 The author insert a text paragraph that is in graphic format that make the font in different 
sizes. 

 Two figure inserts in page 10 do not have a caption, figure 1.16 do not referred in the 
manuscript probably cut and paste from the reading.  

 Page 13 is a blank page is not needed, table 3.2 is cut-and-paste from reading, and not 
referred in manuscript. 

 Author do not referred the figure that are inserted in the manuscript, the references also not 
referred in the manuscript. 

 As advice to the author that this cut-and-paste method is not appropriate in making a good 
manuscript using Microsoft Word. 
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PART  2:  
 

 
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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