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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title 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. Yes, It has proposed a technique which can be used as a fundamental base 
of the other algorithm or methodology. 
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its significance 
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5. Yes 
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