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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 3 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 
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## 1 
 
Since the study states that it is based on meta analysis, it should fulfill 
folowing conditions. 
 
1) clearly stated objectives with pre-defined eligibility criteria for studies explicit, reproducible 
methodology 

(2) a systematic search that attempts to identify all studies 

(3) assessment of the validity of the findings of the included studies (e.g. risk of bias) 

(4) systematic presentation, and synthesis, of the characteristics and findings of the included studies 

 

## 2   

Spelling mistakes are to be corrected. 
 

## 3 

Few conclusions are not arrived from the study.  Keynesian Economics failed in US and Europe, 
Malthus theory of population failed in many under developed countries and Engels Law of 
consumption failed in may developed countries and these theories well suited to Mars and Moon. 
Need explaination on claimed to be failed economic theories (keynesian, Malthus, Engels)  how 
can be successful in mars and moons?  
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