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(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

Is the title of the article suitable? Change of title suggested. AN APPLICATION OF RESIDUE NUMBER SYSTEM (RNS) TO A

(If not please suggest an alternative title) NEXT-GENERATION SEQUENCING METHOD

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Abstract is okay.
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Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of

additional references, please mention in the review form. The references need to be more specific to locate them. For example [2], [6], [8], [13], [16],
[21]

additional suggestions/comments)

Minor REVISION comments

1.

Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly Language is okay and acceptable.
communications?
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discussion, conclusion, references.

Flow algorithm used?
Figure 4 is not explained.

The sections should be re-organised to follow: introduction, related works, methodology, results and

The design-flow algorithm should be put in a box and labelled Algorithm X.
Methodology section is not clear as to steps needed to replicate this work. How was the Design-
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