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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
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The references used in the article are not recent and enough

- Thetemporal and spatial scope of the research should be clearly included in the
abstract

- Theintroduction section is very short and brief and the statement of the problem is
poorly mentioned. Ambiguities are not correctly indicated

- ltis customary to Setting up LITERATURE REVIEW in the article

- Inthe methodology section, the method of analysis and data analysis is also
discussed, and the validity of the research is also examined.

- ltis better to make a general edit before printing.

- It should be noted contribution of this article
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