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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you 
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Up to mark  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Up to mark  

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific 
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that 
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sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for 
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It’s a good manuscript and research done on current need. 
Data was also good taken. 
problems highlighted in manuscript. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestions of additional references, please mention 
them in the review form. 
- 

Can add some new research finding for better supporting data.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for 
scholarly communications? 
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