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PART1:ReviewComments 
 

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments Reviewer’scomment Author’sFeedback(Pleasecorrectthemanuscriptandhighlightthatpart 
in themanuscript.Itismandatorythatauthorsshouldwritehis/herfeedback 
here) 

Pleasewriteafew 
sentencesregardingtheimportance 
ofthismanuscriptforthescientificcommunity.Whyd
o youlike(ordislike)thismanuscript?Aminimumof3-
4 sentencesmayberequiredforthispart. 

TheINTRODUCTIONisquitesuccinctlypresented.Importantdiscussionsaremissingandthereis not much 
explanationontheresearchcarriedout. Allinall,thereisno clearinterpretationoftheseRESULTS.Thestudy 
notrepresentsa significantconceptualadvanceoverpreviouslypublishedstudiesand notextendsthecurrent 
knowledgeonarea.Iwouldrecommendpresentingthemaincharacteristicsandthe 
majorconclusionthatindividualizethisresearch. 

 

Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle) 

TheTITLEisa littlecomplicated.I wouldproposeanothertitle,muchsimpler.Thetitleofamanuscriptshould 
beconcise,nomorethan12words,and shouldcapturethe maintopic,the variablesmanipulatedinthe 
study, and/ortheissuesexploredinthe study.Isitpossible? 

 

Istheabstractofthearticlecomprehensive?Do you 
suggesttheaddition(ordeletion)of 
somepointsinthis 
section?Pleasewriteyoursuggestionshere. 

The ABSTRACTsectioniswell–presented,relevantforthis subject.Theaimsandobjectivesoftheresearchare 
welldefined. 

 

Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscript 
appropriate? 

Thepaperis structuredproperly(INTRODUCTION,MATERIAL,METHODS&TESTINGPROCEDURE, 
RESULTS&DISCUSSIONS,CONCLUSIONS,REFERENCES,etc.).But,initsentirety,thearticleisquite 
ambiguous.TheINTRODUCTIONisquitesuccinctlypresented.TheCONCLUSIONsectionisquite 
succinctly presented.Areonlytechnicalcomments,verybrieflypresented, 
withoutotheropinions,conclusionsorany remarks.Thepurposeofa RESULTSsectionisto presentthe 
keyresultsofyourresearch.Themeaningofthe resultsmightseemobviousto you,butit’simportantto 
spellouttheirsignificanceforthereaderand show exactlyhowtheyansweryour researchquestions. 
Nevera chapterbeginswithafigureora table(Table1,Figure1, Figure2).Theywillbeplacedafterreferences 
to themhavebeenmade.Pleasecorrect. 

 

Pleasewriteafew 
sentencesregardingthescientific 
correctnessofthismanuscript.Whydo 
youthinkthat 
thismanuscriptisscientificallyrobustandtechnica
lly 

Infact,thestudyisquitelimited.ThepurposeofaRESULTSsectionistopresentthekeyresultsofyour 
research.Itisimportanttoplanthis sectioncarefullyas itmaycontainalargeamountofscientificdata that needs 
tobepresentedinaclearandconcisefashion.Thepresentation islimited.I 
believethatthisinterestingandcurrenttopiccanbeapproachedmorepreciselyandmoreto thepoint. 
Therefore,Irecommendre-evaluatingthetext,after whichIwillbeableto expressanopinion. 

 

Arethereferencessufficientandrecent?If youhave 
suggestionsofadditionalreferences,pleasemen
tion theminthereviewform. 

ThelistofREFERENCESislongandrelativelywellchosen.But,thewritingisinappropriate,inadequateto a 
journal,evennegligence.Therefore,thisimportantsectionhasnumerousfeatures.Pleasecorrect. 

 

MinorREVISIONcomments 
Isthelanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitabl
e forscholarlycommunications? 

Thelanguageisfair.  

Optional/Generalcomments In myhumbleopinion,thepaperhasno standardscientificstructureand not haveoriginalcontribution(ortoo 
few).Thiscontributionneedto beenriched.See myabovecomments. 
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PART  2: 
 

 
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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