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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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

NB. 
 All words highlighted in yellow colour  in MS have been corrected, modified or added . 
 
First of all, thank you very much for choosing me to referee this article as I work in the same  field  
 

- The manuscript  includes data necessary for scientific community. 
 

- The manuscript has a high effort for the author and  the paper deals with important issue . 
 

-  The manuscript is within the scope of the journal and  the title clearly and sufficiently reflect its 
content. 

 

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. 

 

Yes, 
 

 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

- The abstract of the article is comprehensive. 
- The introduction  include enough background information. 
- The table  is in  little  acceptable. 
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Yes, but he should write the year after the title directly.  

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

 

The MS written in correct and satisfactory English. 
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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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