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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

e Add heading Study area before this and add map of study area.
e Also discuss Ranking with frequency and percentage in the text.

o References are missing and add more references.

same format throughout the manuscript.
e Add figures/table, if possible.
¢ Avoid repetition of words in the whole manuscript.

e Add all the comments in your manuscript.

e Cross check the references and write according to journal format and follow the

Minor REVISION comments

¢ Improve your language.

e Check spellings as many of these are written wrong.

¢ Follow the same reference style i.e., use comma, space etc. at right place.

e |tis suggested that use comma’s, space etc. properly in the whole document.

Optional/General comments

e Title is written very well, impressive and informative.

e Introduction is comprehensively written.
e Whole manuscript is very knowledgeable.

e Conclusion is easy to interpret and brief.

e Abstract is also qualitative and directly shows the research importance.
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Reviewer’'s comment

IAuthor’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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