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Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
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Manuscript is relevant to the present phenomenon. It supports the employers in making a
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Abstract needs to improve incorporating clearer research method.
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appropriate?
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scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

It has raised the issues of employees.
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