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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 study is good. It is useful and explained in clear terms. It can be further taken up 
for research. 
However…… 
 

 The term “Rechargeable” relates to “Battery Recharge”. The energy source 
in the Jacket is not from a Battery. 

 
The Title can instead be, “Development of Reheat -able Thermo Layered 
Jacket”.  

 
Also 

 The turnitin software showed 62% similarity. The author could look into it 
and reduce it to about 20%. 

 

 References need to be as per API format 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
None  
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Use of English Language in some parts is not very correct. A few sentences here and there 
may  be rewritten.  
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PART  2:  
 

 
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?  
 

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