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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 
 

 

Paper is good, covers all steps of proposed methodology and defined properly. 

Abstract is the summary of the research work. The main parameters of the abstract 

are: what, how, and why. What: It includes definition of the research work means 

what is going on in research work. How: It covers methodology part means define a 

technique/ methodology that help to execute your research work. Why: It focus 

application of the research work means where it can use. Abstract should not be 

more than 250 to 450 word. Overall, your abstract may be more meaningful if you 

write your abstract as per above parameters. Without any reference, research work 

cannot start. If any content/paragraph/figure/table is copied from anywhere. It 

should be marked properly at the end of the content/paragraph/figure/table i.e., [1]. 

This marking should also cite in the reference section. Overall, references are not 

cited properly, it should be better 

 
1. Abstract  does not exceed the stipulated limit. 

2. Other relevant corrections have been effected 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 

Proposed Algorithm/ Methodology is a process or set of rules to be followed in 

calculations or other problem-solving operations. It should be written in proper way 

with comments that help to understand. Overall, It may include step by step in this 

paper. 

 
1. Study methodology is represented in line with the journal 

specifications. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 

A conclusion is the last part of something, its end or result. When you write a paper, 

you always end by summing up your arguments and drawing a conclusion about 

what you've been writing about. Overall, your paper may conclude better way. 

 
1. Conclusion has been improved on.  
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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) 
 

 
 
 

 


