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	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.


	This article explains the importance of the abstract and how to implement it, which can be useful for researchers who are just starting out. This article can help you become familiar with the importance of the abstract. The abstract of this article is well-organized and the writing is relatively fluent.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	It is suitable.
	

	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.


	It is almost adequate, but it is recommended to revise it grammatically. From a grammatical point of view, improvements may be possible.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The text is good. However, for quick reading, it is suggested that diagrams or tables be presented as summaries in the text. For example, the method of writing an abstract or the steps of writing an abstract be displayed in the form of a flowchart. This may help the reader to understand faster.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It's good, and references from recent years have also been used.
	

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


	Overall, it's good, but it would be better to revise the grammar of the abstract.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Negative

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	Yes 
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	Negative
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