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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) 
 

 
 
Yes 
 
 
Yes 
 
Yes 
 
 
 
No 
 
Yes 
 
No 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
Somewhat 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Author have done a good job. Author should address all the essential corrections as mentioned 
below here: 
 
Introduction: There should be section wise representation of all headings included in a single para 
at the end.  
 
Author needs to cite few important latest papers like https://doi.org/10.1007/s10479-023-05431-1 ; 
https://doi.org/10.1111/opec.12287 ; https://doi.org/10.3390/horticulturae8111018 
 
Author needs to write and support the theory with more explanation. Please use one theory only. 
 
Author needs to compare the other studies to support its study with latest references like 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2022.133311  
10.1016/j.ijhydene.2023.08.166  
10.1007/s10479-021-04371-y 
Author needs to check for grammatical mistakes and avoid using long sentences. 
 
Author needs to see their figures and tables are properly cited. If it is self then author should cite as 
“Source: Author Composition” or similar.  
 
The method used by author should be unique and give explanation as compared to other work. 
 
Author should check the format of using citations and references as per journal guidelines. 
 
Results and Discussion should be seperate heading and must showcase the outputs and compare 
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with other studies also.  
 
Implications should be added in this (Political, Practical and Social if any).  
 
Conclusion part is written in very short. Compare your study with other authors and write in 
conclusion and extend a bit more. 
 
Limitations and future work should be included as a seperate heading or may be a part of 
conclusion also in the last para. 
 
Please make a proper structure of your manuscript like aligning with Introduction, LR, Gaps, 
Objectives, Methods and Materials, Analysis, Results and Discussion, Implications, Conclusion, 
Limitations and Future Scope and References. 
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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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