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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The text of the article is organized not well. It is not clear  
1. who is the target reader of this article? 
2. what is the purpose of the article? 
3. what methods of research were used (methods are not named)? 
Where the research was carried out? What was the purpose? Where did the 
author took manuscript from? Was the author the first to decipher that 
manuscript? 
Anyway, the methodology looks like theory.  
Besides, if the aim was to analyse the manuscript why to describe the 
coins? 
4. Results are difficult to understand because of the not good usage of 
English language (i. g. sentence 133 has  a grammar  error). 
5. The material is difficult to read and to understand (i.g. 144 sentence “Now 
let’s look at the words? But where to look? Which words and a lot of such 
places in the text). 
5. Discussion should include different points of view, so there wasn’t any 
discussion. 
6. Conclusion should depict the findings and realize the purpose of the 
article.  
7. References usually are written according to APA rules (in most journals). 

 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference 
style for our paper. 
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If the author re-organize the material, it can be printed 
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