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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 
 

1. The paper seems to be a conference paper. If the journal accepts conference papers means accept it or 

else ask the author to develop the paper and rewrite it. The paper is technically correct.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. The paper seems to be very short. It should be better if it includes some more results related to the 

theorems. 

2. 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 in a better way. 

3. Without any reference, research work cannot start. References are not cited properly. Include more 

references. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

1. Title is appropriate.  

2. Introduction is adequate and sufficient. 
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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?  
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