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	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.


	Conducting this comprehensive research could be of great help to businesses, but this research is very weak and appropriate data and different companies should be examined. With this small amount of data, proper analysis cannot be done.
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	The title is completely generic and not appropriate at all.
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proper research with a comprehensive methodology and a methodology should be done. Along with statistical studies and different analyses, this article is very weak.

1. The abstract should be improved. It should also have numerical data.

2. Keywords should include relevant words that capture the essence of your research; they need to be listed in an appropriate order of importance.

3. The work's main objective must be written more clearly and concisely at the end of the introduction section.

4. The authors should explain the rationale that supports their review and provide a better justification for their choices. Authors can use more related papers for expression of the literature review. Please provide one table in the literature review and compare the proposed approach with other works.

5. The work needs to be clearly defined. In other words, what advantage does your work have over similar works?
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