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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)
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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
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The presentation is terrible, and the language is a mishmash of weak sentences. Their
conclusion and abstract were both written incomprehensibly (lengthy and overly detailed).
The authors were unable to respond appropriately to the original study's core question by
covering critical subtopics. In the results and discussion section, the author listed all the
tittes and their findings but did not discuss each issue separately. | couldn't find any
organization or clear explanation because everything was in disarray. As a result, |
cannot accept the work in its current form because it lacks scientific value for readers.

Several verbs and sentences have been used more than once.
The references in your introduction are insufficient.
You give a long, confusing explanation.

Did you involve methodology in your results? Why?

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
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