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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(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?
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5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
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communication skills in writing the articles
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Very good

Yes all the body of manuscript are very well

Need to give roman number order to the headings and sub headings (I. Introduction, Il. M&M
sub headings A. B. C. Etcc, lll. Result and discussion sub headings A. B. C. Etcc IV.
Summery)

Yes very well defined

No, references are not sufficient and not recent ones. So many are missing in the body of
manuscript which were included in list of references
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