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The research paper is interesting. The researcher should specify the statement of the
problem and significance of the study in the introduction paragraph.

Yes, the title of the article is suitable for the study.

The abstract of the research paper is well framed by the researcher. The researcher should
follow the alphabetical order of keywords.

The subsections are relevant and appropriate.

Yes. The research paper is scientifically correct. The researcher used appropriate tool for
analysing the data.

The researcher should follow APA reference style. APA reference is missing in the article
and include more reference.

The researcher carried a commendable work with suitable objectives with relevant tools.
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