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Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? YES  

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. 
 

YES  

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

YES  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
 
YES 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 Abstract - Good but missing proposed methodology. Author add to proposed 

methodology in abstract  

 Introduction- Good but missing general diagrams. Author need to be add more 

diagrams in introduction part. 
 Theoretical Analysis - Good but missing general diagrams. Author need to be add 

more diagrams here. 
 Methodology - Author must be represent the graph in proper way. 

 Result - Author must be represent the graph and tables in proper way. 
 Conclusion - Good but missing comparison of existing and proposed method 
 
 

 

 



 

Review Form 3 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 3 (07-07-2024) 

 
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: C. Bagath Basha 
Department, University & Country Kommuri Pratap Reddy Institute of Technology, India 
 
 
 
 


