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PART 1: Comments

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.

Need some grammrical improvement

All suggestions and necessary comments have been provided in the
manuscript. The author should review the entire manuscript and make
modifications according to the journal format and the comments.

Noted

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.

General

Is the manuscript
scientifically, correct?
Please write here.

Need some improvement as per comments

Noted

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

The references are outdated and insufficient. Additionally, the references used only
Introduction section. | advise to the author to include relevant references from
similar studies in the Results section as well.

Noted




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

Optional/General comments

It is advised to the author should modify the manuscript according to

journal's guidelines.

e The author did not use any similar studies in the Findings section. It is
advised that the author include new references in the Results section.

e Itis advised that the author align the figures and tables with their
respective paragraphs.

e The Conclusion section is too lengthy. It is advised that the author

focus only on the key research findings they wish to highlight.
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