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Compulsory REVISIONcomments 

 
1. Isthemanuscript important forscientific community? 

(Please writefewsentenceson thismanuscript) 

 
2.  Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 

(Ifnotpleasesuggest analternativetitle) 

 
3. Isthe abstract ofthearticlecomprehensive? 

 
4. Aresubsectionsandstructureof themanuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you thinkthemanuscriptisscientifically correct? 

 
6. Arethereferences sufficientandrecent?If you have 

suggestionofadditionalreferences,please mentioninthe review 
form. 

 

(Apart fromabove mentioned6 points, reviewersare freetoprovide 

additionalsuggestions/comments) 

 
1. Isthemanuscriptimportantfor thescientific community?Themanuscript 

providesadetailedexplorationofcontemporary bulldozer technologiesand 
theirimpactontheconstructionindustry.However, it's crucial to explicitly state thebroader 
significanceofthis researchfor thescientific community. How doesitcontributeto 
existingknowledge,andwhatimplicationsdoes it havefor 
futuredevelopmentsinconstructiontechnology?Consider emphasizing the practical 
applicationsandpotentialadvancementsthatmay arise from this study. 

 

2. Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable?The title"ACOMPREHENSIVEREVIEW 
OFBULLDOZERSINMODERNCONSTRUCTION"is informativebutcould bemore specific. 
Consider incorporatingkeyelementssuchas thefocus on 
technologicaladvancements,environmentalsustainability,andsafety features.Arevised 
titlecouldbe"Technological Advancements, Environmental 
Sustainability,andSafetyinModernBulldozer Design:A ComprehensiveReview." 

 

3. Istheabstractofthe articlecomprehensive?Theabstractis informative but couldbenefitfrom 
aclearer statementon thespecific contributionsofthe study.Additionally,it 
shouldbrieflymentionthemethodologyemployedand thekey findings.Consider 
revisingtoensurethatsomeonereading onlythe 
abstractcangraspthemainobjectives,methods,andoutcomes ofthe research. 

 

4. Are subsectionsandthestructure ofthemanuscript appropriate?The subsections andoverall 
structureare well-definedandlogicallyorganized. However, consider 
includingadedicatedsectionfor theresearch methodology, providingclarity 
onhowtheinvestigationwas conducted.This wouldenhancethetransparency andreplicability 
ofthestudy. 

 

5. Doyouthinkthemanuscriptis scientifically correct?Thecontentappears accurateandwell-
researched.However,ensure thatspecific datasources, methodologies,andstatistical 
analyses(ifany) are clearly mentioned.Verify thatallinformation presented aligns 
withthelatestindustry standards and technologicaladvancements. 

 

6. Arethereferences sufficientandrecent?While thereferencesare mentionedinthemanuscript,itis 
advisabletoensurethattheyare up-to- date, especially considering therapidly 
evolvingnatureoftechnology. Providepublicationyears for eachreferenceandconsider 
incorporatingthe mostrecentstudies, especially in areas suchas telematics,automation,and 
environmental sustainability. 
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 Pleaseaddressthesecommentsinthemanuscriptrevision toenhanceits 

clarity,significance,and overall scientific merit. 

 

MinorREVISIONcomments 

 

1. Islanguage/Englishquality of the articlesuitableforscholarly 

communications? 

 
1.Inthe"ABSTRACT"section,consider addingasentenceattheend summarizing thekey 
findingsor insightsofthestudy toprovideaclearer conclusion. 

 

2.In the"HISTORICAL BACKGROUND OFBULLDOZER"section,consider rephrasingthesentence 
"Theirevolutionfrom early tractor-mountedbladesto sophisticated,technologically 
advancedmachines reflecttheongoing questfor efficiency,safety,andenvironmental 
responsibilityintheconstructionindustry"for better clarity. 

 

3.Inthe"OBJECTIVES OF ABULLDOZER"section,youmay wanttorephrase 
thesentence"Bulldozer designsand practices aimtominimizeenvironmental impact,such 
aserosioncontrol andresponsiblelandmanagement"for greater specificity. 

 

4.Inthe "CURRENT STATUSOFBULLDOZER"section,suggestmentioningthe 
publicationdateofthesources(if available) for the mostup-to-date information. 

 

5.In the"FUTURESCOPE"section,consider reorderingthepoints for amore logical flow.For 
instance,youmightwanttostart withtechnologicaladvancements beforemoving onto environmental 
sustainability. 

 

6.Inthe "FUTURESCOPE"section,specify thatthepointsmentioned are potential 
aspectsandnotcertainties. 

 

7.Inthe "FUTURESCOPE"section,adda briefsentenceattheendsummarizing theoverarching themes 
or potential directions for thefutureofbulldozer technologies. 

 

8.In the"CONCLUSION"section,consider addingasentence thatexplicitly states theimplications 
ofthestudyor how thefindings contributetothecurrent understanding of bulldozer technologies. 

 

Optional/Generalcomments  

1.Ensure consistencyincitationstylethroughoutthedocument.2.Check for any redundancyor 
repetitioninthecontent,especially betweensections.3.Makesure thelanguageremainsclear 
andconcise,avoiding unnecessary jargon.4.Consider breakingdownlongersentencesor paragraphs 
for better readability. 5.If applicable, provide areferencelist orbibliographyattheendofthedocument.6. 
Confirmthatallrelevantkeywordsareappropriately incorporatedthroughoutthe article. 7.Consider 
seeking feedback fromcolleagues orpeers togather additional perspectives on thecontent. 
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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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