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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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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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1. should describe the importance of the study rather than discuss difference of
the two approaches
2. title is descriptive of the study

3. Abstract needs to be refined to make it concise and direct to the point

4. some parts are not in proper places ie: study design should be in the methodology
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The manuscript is too wordy. May suggest to make it short, direct and concise
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