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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 
 

 
 
The give peice of work should be compulsorily reviewed and the following 
are the lacking points: 
1.No New Arguments(new arguments about the issue ) 
2.No recommendations or solutions mentioned  that can solve the issue 
3.No proper conclusion 
 
In short the work need to rewritten and should be reviewed again before final 
approval 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
The authors argument can be strructered and can be presented in a more 
relevant format 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 
The given opinion article is good in its theme and is specific and short  ,but is 
lacking important elements which need to be in an opinion article 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

http://ditdo.in/ajorrin
https://www.journalajorrin.com/index.php/AJORRIN/editorial-policy


 

 Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

PART  2:  
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

 
 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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