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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
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2. Is thettitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
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6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
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abstract.

Yes, but objectives missing

See my comments below

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

Optional/General comments

Formatting and alignment not proper

Need more explanation in method section

Statement of the problem, objectives are not clearly mentioned.
Background of the study is not coherent, add proper justifications in the
introduction

Findings are not clearly presented

Add tables

Add figures

Lack of suggestions for further research

Lack of practical implications of the research

Conclusion is too long

Add limitations if any
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