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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
For abstract the results should have been shown there 
clearly to get a general idea about the work. The abstract 
also needs a proper presentation as it seems too much 
jumbling. 
 
For introduction the importance of the work must be 
mentioned as the introduction is way too short. 
 
For methodology it is not for scientific article as there is 
no need of discussing anything in the methodology part. 
Directly come to the methodology and discuss it in a 
brief manner and make it presentable. 
 
For results are not much of any scientific importance. 
Statistics part should be carried out again and results 
should be elaborated as to how you have got the results. 
The result are very short and does not show any 
significant achievement. Besides the results and 
discussion should be merged. 
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The overall manuscript as a whole should be formatted 
as per the template and the paper has no formatting at 
all. It needs minor revision.  
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