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 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 
 

 
 
Comments on title / abstract/ references 
The title was wisely chosen to match with the aim of study and results. The 
research title is new and not pre-tracked.    
 The abstract was writing carefully and abstract of the method of work and results 
was presented in a distinctive way.  
References are different and new, the research supported by references.  
Comments on key words and introduction   
The key words in the research match with all study. 
The introduction was short and clear to the reader, and there is a full explanation of 
the research and supported by references. 
The introduction was very well written and gave sufficient explanation to the 
research and included various references. 
Comments on Material and method    
The process of method is very clear. 
 A brief and complete explanation of the method of work for research. 
A clear way to work for the reader. 
 Comments on results  
The explanation of the results was good and it is clear about statistically significant 
result.  
Results are clearly and accurately arranged for the reader and divided in an 
excellent way and very clearly. 
Comments on discussion and conclusions  
The discussion was wide ranging that contained all research results.  
The discussion was completely identical to the references and contains a full 
explanation of the results. 
The discussion were adequately supported in terms of references. 
The conclusion is written in a qualified manner and the conclusion answer the 
results in the research.  
My comments  
The research topic is new, as well as coherent, between the introduction, method 
of work, results and discussion it was written in a clear manner and supported by 
modern references, I see it is very excellent research for publication 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
I have no minor notes 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
I have no optional notes 
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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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