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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?
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I have thoroughly read the article. My decision is major revision. Kindly see the
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1. Title of the article needs to be revised...
2. In the abstract of the article, objectives and problem definition written but needs to
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3. Add the more and relevant keywords in the article
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9. See the conclusion of the paper and if possible then add it in bullet form so It will
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10. See the future work
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