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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thetitle 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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(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

1. This Manuscript is a good report dealing withimportant Technical analysis.
2. Suitable title for Research objectives
3. Yes, abstract sought to focus on the study

4. Yes as per the requirement of recent trend andarticle title structure and sub section suit
thematter.

5. Yes, because | find no fault whatsoever with themethods, data analysis, or conclusions.
7. No suggestions

But In essence the Paper work Is very effective for nowa day’s publication. As with all work Coming
from thisparticular group, Is fundamentally Sound forpublication
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Please change all of the tenses in the
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