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

2. Isthetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)
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Yes

Yes. The citation can be removed from the abstract.

Subsections are given appropriately. A Few literature review have been included in
discussion section. These can be added into literature review. Discussion section is meant
for constructive criticism and highlighting the similarity or dissimilarity of the research
results. Hence discussion section can be modified a little. For better understanding author
may refer below article:

Improving IMRaD for writing research articles in social, and health sciences, International Research
Journal of Economics and Management Studies, 2(1), 50-53. Doi: 10.56472/25835238/IRJEMS-
V2I11P107
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
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