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(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
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3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
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treatment over others.

In each table heading pl. write in brackets (pooled data of two years)

The discussion part should be improved. In spite of writing “The findings of the present
experiment are in line with the results of....... " try to discuss the superiority of a particular
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