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1. Usually, the part of introduction will explain the background, significant 
and research problems of he study. But, such a details are not clear in 
this study and also author given review of literatures with several 
incomplete sentences. 

2. Author has to revise the manuscript to language editing which has to be 
completed and readable. 

3. Accurant data is not presented while interpretation being given for each 
figure. 

4. Author has to check interpretation for graphical presentation that whether 
rightly interpreted or not?, Whether accurate data given or not? Whether 
percentage given for all graphs or not?  
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