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	Is the title of the article suitable?

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

	The title is Good, kindly mention the type of article above the topic line

	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
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If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	In the abstract, add one or two sentences about the challenges of the study and later discuss the contributions made.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement
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	Add the future scope of the study, Conflict of interest, and acknowledgment.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
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