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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 
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additional suggestions/comments) 
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No, need to revise completely  
 
 
Incomplete and need to update as per the guideline provided by journal  
 
For now, manuscript is very poor in scientific write up; besides language and structure of 
sentence was also need to update.  
 
Old reference, add recent one, the structure of references was very poor.  
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
The language of scientific write is not appropriate. Need to revise, 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

This is an interesting study and the authors have collected a sufficient dataset, however failed to 
mentioned the details on methodology. The paper is poorly written and structured. However, in my 
opinion the paper has some shortcomings in regards to some data analyses and text, and I feel this 
unique dataset has not been utilized to its full extent. Below I have provided numerous remarks on 
the text as it is often vague. In several instances I also suggested to cite more relevant and recent 
literature. Furthermore, I made additional suggestions for more in-depth presentation of materials 
and methods, results and discission.  Given these shortcomings the manuscript requires serious 
major revisions. 
Author/s are also suggested to go through the journals and approach to serious faculties before re 
write the paper. Also concern regarding scientific language and sentence.  
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