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The article seems good. However, some points are required to be moderated. Those points 
are suggested below: 
  

 The title of the manuscript is needed to be moderated, as its missing method & 
outcome related issue 

 Please try to improve the quality of the writing, as it’s an international article 

 Mention the type of the manuscript 

 The grammatical issues related to the manuscript must be corrected 

 The abstract is missing a background plot 

 The abstract is too small. So, re-write 

 The abstract is lacking significance section 

 The introduction section must be structured concisely 

 The introduction must be revolved around the background, method, and outcome. 
However, here the latter two are quite indicated not the initial one 

 All of the points must be rationalized 

 The Result & Discussion sections must be precise 

 The article seems to miss some recent times articles from the reference section 

 Also, the link of the references must be added which is an ideal manner of article 
development of international stature. 
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