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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The content is quite relevant to the concerned subject area. The topics explored are of interest for the research community and may be usefull for further study.
The manuscripts are quite basic and lacks critical findings. Moreover, there are many mistakes (for e.g in page 11 entire data in table 2 is missing). It seems authors have just submitted theoretical work and graphs from other sources. There is lack of quality research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the titles are suitable.
The titles are suitable with the content.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	Yes, the abstract is suitable.
The abstract is suitable with the content.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	No, the manuscript lacks scientific findings. I have gone through the entire manuscript, but it seems general theory provision and there are no any substantial research findings.
Manuscript lacks scientific findings and the work presented is simply the theoretical aspects found easily from internet sources.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, the references seems sufficient.
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Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	No, there are many grammatical errors.
Many grammatical errors present in the manuscript.
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