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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. 
 

  

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

 

  

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. 

 

  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

  

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. 
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Review 
1. I suggest the author shows at least 5 point highlights of the study 
2. Enhance the abstract to reflect the content of the article from introduction to finding  
3. The objective of the study should be clearly stated 
4. The novelty of the study should  be clearly presented by the author   
5. Being a review paper, the author should enhance the review with more recent references on 
the subject 
6. The article is too short for a review paper  
7. The author should incorporate illustrations in form of tables and figures to make the article 
interesting and analytical  
8.  The entire section 2 has no referencing  
9. The author can introduce a section on discussion to summarize and critique  the findings and 
literature and make some recommendations based on the review and future studies  
10. The conclusion is not comprehensive.  
11. Have a section on declarations   
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