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PART1:ReviewComments 

 Reviewer’scomment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 
correctthemanuscriptandhighlightthat partinthe 
manuscript.Itismandatorythatauthorsshouldwritehis/
herfeedback here) 

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments 

 
1. Isthemanuscriptimportantforscientificcommunity? 

(Pleasewritefewsentencesonthismanuscript) 
 

2. Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 

(If notpleasesuggestanalternativetitle) 

 
3. Isthe abstractofthearticlecomprehensive? 

 
4. Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscriptappropriate? 

 
5. Doyouthinkthemanuscriptisscientificallycorrect? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you havesuggestion 

of additional references, please mention in thereviewform. 

 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free 
toprovideadditionalsuggestions/comments) 

 
 

1. Yes,itis averyimportantone,takingintoaccountthepositionandimportancericehas. 
2. Iwouldhavetakenourthefirsttwowords,“frontlinedemonstration” 

 

 
3. Yes,itis, maybealittlebittooshort. 

 
 

4. Yes,theyare 

 
5. Yes,Ithinkitiscorrect. 

 
 

6. References are good, and actual, from 2022, 2023, but very few, it could be added 
atleast10more. 

 

MinorREVISIONcomments 
 
1.Islanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitableforscholarlycommunicatio

ns? 

 
Yes,thelanguageissuitable. 

 

Optional/Generalcomments  
Even if I agree with the structure and the content, I would like to accept this manuscript with 
minorrevisions, namely, Conclusions chapter is very small, it could be more developed, References 
couldinclude moretitles,atleast8-10. 
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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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