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PART 1: Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

This manuscript holds significant role for the scientific community as it presents review for
understanding of its subject matter. It provides an analysis of current issues, findings and
methodologies that could stimulate further research and application in the field. | appreciate the
manuscript, review and its impact in addressing gaps in the literature. However, there are many areas
for improvement in terms of data interpretation or further exploration of real-world implications.

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

Yes

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some
points in this section? Please write your
suggestions here.

Abstract should be more clear regarding the review and case study.
Methodology can be change different according to the cases.
Missing of the method and propose system

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Not proper in format

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

This manuscript not up to the mark for technical review.
Methodology and proposed system is missing.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.

Should include more reference

Minor REVISION comments

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

Begin by appreciating the author's effort and acknowledging the strengths of the paper.
Highlight aspects you found interesting or well-executed, such as originality, clarity, or depth of
research.

Optional/General comments

e Be clear and specific about areas where the paper could improve. Focus on the content,
methodology, data interpretation, or clarity of writing.

e Avoid vague comments like "the paper needs more work." Instead, provide actionable
suggestions

o |f there are problems with the research design, data collection, or analysis, clearly state them
and suggest possible solutions.

e Be sure to explain why certain methodological choices may affect the validity or reliability of the
results.

e paper is unclear or difficult to follow, mention specific sections that need improvement
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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