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	Author’s Feedback (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 findings presented in this manuscript will significantly contribute to the body of knowledge. It will provide readers with the opportunity to read the works of several authors in one paper. The author did a good job by reviewing several relevant papers and synthesising their findings into the manuscript.
	Thank you 

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	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.


	An abstract, like an executive summary of a technical work, is a summary of the entire manuscript. In my opinion, the abstract is not comprehensive. It is also too wordy and contains so much irrelevant information. An abstract for this kind of work should not be between 150 and 200 words since it is a review of other people’s findings. An abstract should have no paragraphs.
Abstract should contain the data, area of study, results/findings, conclusion, and recommendations, all in one paragraph. 

The author should consider rewriting a comprehensive abstract.
	Noted 
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	The reference seems sufficient and recent
	Ok 

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


	Yes. However, the author should proofread and format the manuscript properly.
	Improved 

	Optional/General comments


	The author should choose the best reference list in accordance with the journal's standard. 
The author should rewrite the abstract to capture the work he/she did. They should make the abstract concise and contain only relevant information.
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