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Compulsory REVISION comments

1.

Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

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)

1. Yes Itis very important for scientific community because it is problem based research
work.

2. No, It is not suitable, because Almost same titled research paper have been already
published. For new alternative title | don’t have any idea.

3. Abstract of this paper is very large, it should be more Precise and more focused on final
work.

4. No, The Subsection and structure of the manuscript is not appropriate, It should be
another style of section and subsection, like number system.

5. Yes | Think It is Scientifically correct.

6. Yes, But Citation of Reference is not proper located.

Minor REVISION comments

1.

Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

No, | feel that the language can be better and also the scientific unit is not written properly and it
needs improvement.

Optional/General comments

1. Position of the given figure is not well and their citation is not correct.
2. Somewhere the font size of the paragraph is not similar.
3. Methodology and Result & Discussion, it should be more effective use some new subtitles.
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