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This manuscript would be very much helpful to researchers, students and academitians.  

Is the title of the article suitable? 
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you 
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Yes. The abstract is comprehensive. I suggest the authors to rearrange the keywords in an 
alphabetical order. 

 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write 
here. 

Yes. The manuscript is scientifically correct.  

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
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them in the review form. 

Yes, the present manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. However the old 
references must be deleted and add some recent references to support the discussion. Also I 
suggest to stick the journal format. 
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