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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 
 

When reviewing scientific papers for publication, I usually start with a general overview in 
terms of a structure, abstract, literature review, methodology, findings of the research, 
discussion, conclusions, as well as limitations of the study. 
The research in this paper is worthy of affirmation. The entry point of this article is very 
attractive. It is very necessary to study the great ancient civilization. 
To improve the quality of the work I would recommend: 
1. Specific description of the research process 
2. There are quite a few points that this article wants to explore, but the conclusion does 
not seem to converge the research results very well. 
3. Expand the information about the research limitations. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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