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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.


	1. But the Author has carefully handled his ideas in an easy and understandable way to the readers.

2. This work has open to the forthcoming researchers.

3. Good work of the Author.

4. Some more results might have been included other than rank and subdegrees
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	Yes 
Title is suitable only.
	

	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.
	The abstract is comprehensive.
I feel that, In the abstract part, the author has given only final result. He/She might have said about steps to arrive his result in a abstract way.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct
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	References are sufficient.
The author might have quoted the reference number in the introduction part also.
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	1. It is an extension of a previous works of, Maraka et all.

2. In page 3, theorem 2.1, in the statement (n-≥4),  the author may check this line.
3. In page 4, theorem 2.2, in proof 9th line, the author may check whether it is ‘Z’ or ‘P’.

4. Refence 11 was not quoted in the article.

5. The author might have given the value of ‘n’ in theorem 2.3 also.
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