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The TITLE is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article.

* The title is acceptable, it raises attention and covers the purpose of the
presentation.

The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results.

* The abstract is acceptable. It is a comprehensive, general summary of the say that
cover the relevant issues.



There are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article.

A thorough grammar check is required; there are many mistyping, especially in using
comas, word orders. Beyond this, the content is easy to understand, but improvements
are needed.

The study METHODS are explained clearly.

* A thorough grammar check is required; there are many mistyping, especially in
using comas, word orders. Beyond this, the content is easy to understand, but
improvements are needed.

The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors.

* A thorough grammar check is required; there are many mistyping, especially in
using comas, word orders. Beyond this, the content is easy to understand, but
improvements are needed.

The CONCLUSION or summary is accurate and supported by the content.

* The conclusion includes the necessary items. The say of the paper is in the
discussion section; conclusions give a summary.

Some limitations about Covid-19 may be considered as initial information for the
analysis rather than a limitation.

The list of REFERENCES is comprehensive and appropriate.

* The conclusion includes the necessary items. The say of the paper is in the
discussion section; conclusions give a summary.

Some limitations about Covid-19 may be considered as initial information for the
analysis rather than a limitation.

Please rate the TITLE of this paper.

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
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Please rate the ABSTRACT of this paper.

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
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Please rate the LANGUAGE of this paper.

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
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Please rate the METHODS of this paper.

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
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Please rate the BODY of this paper.

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
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Please rate the CONCLUSION of this paper.

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]

1
2
3
4
5

Please rate the REFERENCES of this paper.

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
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Overall Recommendation!!!

Accepted, no revision needed
Accepted, minor revision needed
Return for major revision and resubmission
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