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Introduction: There are too few relevant references for a clear hypothesis. In order to 
make a greater impact on the manuscript, the authors are encouraged to review other 
scientific literature relevant to their research.  
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This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
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PART 1: Review Comments 
 

 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments   
The author present an interesting review article that is worth publishing. However, some 

  
additional modifications are necessary before it can be accepted for publication (see  
below).  

 
Overall: The authors should edit and rewrite according journal guidelines. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Results: To make the reader understand more, please describe in more detail the results 
of all Tables and all Figure. 

 
Discussion: Please explain more about discussion of the results, especially the previous 
research related to the obtained results. 

Minor REVISION comments   

Optional/General comments   
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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) 
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