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3. Relevance to the Field(s) of this Journal:very relevant. Good article and very essential for the academic contributions.

4. General Comment:very good research article but some amendments are crucial to justify the findings accordingly

5. Abstract:good

6. Introduction:standardized the path of this article

7. Literature Review:Good but can be improvised by adding recent articles to justify the objectives

8. Methodology:in fact, no obvious methodology has been explained in the article.
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results.
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