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	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes
Paper is Good, paper need minor improvement, latest references of reputable journals are required, add few figures and charts as per paper it would be better, add latest literature review, rewrite future work add latest future work donot follow old references, add case studies, try to short your paper make it upto 20 to 22 pages only it is too long, remove unnecessary material and sentences as per your idea. Reduce introduction section add latest references,
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
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