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PART1:ReviewComments 

 

 Reviewer’scomment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 
the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript.Itismandatorythatauthorsshould 
write his/her feedback here) 

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments 
 

1. Isthemanuscriptimportantforscientificcommunity? 
(Pleasewritefewsentencesonthismanuscript) 

 

2. Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 

(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle) 
 

3. Istheabstractofthearticle comprehensive? 
 

4. Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscriptappropriate? 
 

5. Doyouthinkthemanuscriptisscientificallycorrect? 
 

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestionofadditionalreferences,pleasementioninthe review 
form. 

 
(Apartfromabovementioned6points,reviewersarefreetoprovide additional 
suggestions/comments) 

Itisanarticlewhichcompilestheprovisionsinthelawbooksandsummarisesthecurrent status on 
plea bargaining.It is useful to the law students, practitioners of law and also to the general 
public. 

 
 
 
Yesitissuitable. 

 
 
Yesitiscomprehensive 

 
Yesthestructureandsubsectionsareappropriate. 

 
Itcanbebelieved,basedonthereferencesprovided,thattheyarescientificallycorrect. 

 
I am not conversant with the Laws of the other countries. But, I have experience of 
implementinganti-corruptionmeasuresinIndiaandhaveworkedasseniorpublicofficialfor 
longyears.Basedonmyworkexperience,Ifindthatthisarticleisgoodcompilationenough for 
publication as it quotes recent references. 

 
Theworkofcompilationis appreciated. 

 

MinorREVISIONcomments 
 

1. Islanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitableforscholarly 
communications? 

 
 
Yes.Itissimpleandgoodenough.Iwouldsuggestthatauthormayconsiderre-submitthearticle by 
deleting repetitions in sentences / words / ideas.I found it, though only at very few places. 

 

Optional/Generalcomments  
It serves the purpose of summarising the current status of provisions of law and good for 
publication.Thisarticleisnotaboutanynewideaorinnovationasstatedinthetitleandabstract.  

 

 
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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