GJL Reviewer guidelines and best practices*
· 1. The submission is a complete and original paper.
· 2. The paper fits the scope of the journal
· 3. The paper would be of interest to the readership of the journal. The paper helps to expand knowledge.
· The significance and potential impact of a paper need to be worked on.
· The methodology presented in the manuscript and the analysis provided are both not accurate and properly conducted.
· Are all relevant accompanying data, citations, or references given by the author
· The submission is in Standard English to aid the understanding of the reader. 
 
Detailed comments

Several critical issues must be addressed before it can be considered for publication. The potential significance and impact of the findings need to be more clearly articulated and substantiated. More fundamentally, the methodology and subsequent data analysis are not sufficiently accurate or rigorous, which undermines the paper's conclusions. Furthermore, the manuscript would benefit from a thorough review to ensure all relevant data, citations, and references are provided to support its claims. 

Make a recommendation
· The paper is accepted pending major revision – if the paper is suitable for publication in its current form.

BE SURE TO USE THE INSPECT DOCUMENT FUNCTION IN MICROSOFT WORD TO REMOVE DOCUMENT PROPERTIES AND PERSONAL INFORMATION IF YOU ARE SUBMITTING YOUR REVIEW IN THE FORM OF A WORD DOCUMENT.

