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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)

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)

Abstract: Need Revision

Keywords: Good

Introduction: Average/Revised Please

Literature Review: Average

Data Set: Average

Methodology: Weak

Caption, Citations & Footnotes: Good

Pictures, graphs & Flowcharts: Average

Results: Weak

Conclusion: Average

Future Work: Poor

References: Average

Suggestion and Recommendation:

Created by: DR Checked by: PM

Approved by: MBM

Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)




Review Form 1.7

The authors present a technical research paper with relevant topic, proper research methodology
and potentially good contribution to the field of studies.

The authors are encouraged to resubmit the paper with more clarity on presented performance
assessment metrics with the selected relevant Case studies and possible application scenario with
assessment metrics. The paper should be written in proper format, figures should fit within the text,
use of font should be uniform in all paper, as well as references should be updated with most recent
results.

Suggestion and Recommendation:

1. Authors may elaborate more on the novelty/contribution of their work and how it

2. Authors need to be specific about their problem statement and the scope of their research.
3. Abstract: elaborate more on the problem statement, findings, and contributions.

4. Introduction is not clear. Authors may contribute more towards this.

Contributes to the literature in the second last paragraph of the introduction clearly.

5. Thorough proofreading is recommended.

6. A few of the figures are taken from the sources and are not cited properly, either they may be
cited properly with permissions or may be removed/ redrawn.

7. The conclusion is not clear and needs revision and clarity and alignment with the abstract and
title.

Minor REVISION comments

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

communications? N/A
Optional/General comments
N/A
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