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appropriate? 

Appropriate  
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Scientifically proper, because followed proper methodology and executed suitable  protocol as 
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It is technically sound. 

 

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

Required add few more recent references  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
Minor Revision required and correct it and resubmit for publication as mentioned in the draft . 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Accepted with minor correction  

 
 
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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Narasimhaiah N 

Department, University & Country Mangalore University, India 

 
 


