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Please remember that all materials submitted for consideration to AJIST are confidential, and should not be distributed, shared, used or otherwise supplied to third parties prior to publication.
Tell the Editors if there is any conflict of interest in reviewing of the paper.
Please phrase your reviews politely; even 'bad' papers represent a lot of work on the part of the authors. The review may be the basis for further revisions of the paper or the work that the paper reports. We all know how hurtful a needlessly negative review can be, and how helpful a positive one can be; please try to bear that in mind when you are writing yours. Meanwhile the author will give a feedback of the reviewer’s evaluation to the Editors. It provides the evidence for Editors to decide whether the reviewer is qualified.
Please respond within the allotted time so that we can give the authors timely responses and feedback.
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Answer the 3 Questions Below:
	Questions

	1. Does the purpose or purported significance of the article state explicitly?

	YES

	2. Is the significance of the paper explained relative to previous work?

	YES

	3. Is the paper clearly written and well organized?

	YES



Specific Reviewer Comments and Suggestions:
Note that these comments may be in addition to or in lieu of reviewer comments inserted into the text of the article. Use as many lines as needed.
	a) Please give a frank account of the strengths and weaknesses of the article (in 100-200 words):

	In this paper, the author gives a detailed analysis of Albert Einstein Library. Obviously the author has done sufficient work on this topic. The paper is organized logically and structured clearly. The purpose and significance of the study is clearly stated. So I think that the manuscript is interesting and contributing to the research of the field. But there are still some little problems in the paper. The author is suggested to make some revisions so that the paper will be better.

	b) Please provide detailed suggestions on how to improve the paper (in 100-200 words):
-Main problems of the article (e.g. Methodology, Interpretation) 
-In order of seriousness/relevance

	1. It’s suggested that the “Abstract” should be organized more logically, including the background, objective/case information, method, result and conclusion. And the number of words of the “Abstract” should be at least 200 words but no more than 400 words. Please check and revise.
2. The author is suggested to give more details so that the study is more scientific and readers can better know how the study result is got.

	c) Minor comments (if any)
-Missing references, Stylistic problems, Typos, Misleading Captions, etc.

	1. Please remove the professional ranks and titles in the line of the author’s name.
2. [bookmark: OLE_LINK506][bookmark: OLE_LINK507][bookmark: OLE_LINK7][bookmark: OLE_LINK668][bookmark: OLE_LINK679]According to the publishing standards, the affiliations of all authors should only include department/faculty, university/institute, city and country. Such as: 
Dhirajkumar Davie1, Linda Luvai2
1Department of Accounting & Finance, North South University, Dhaka, Bangladesh
2Department of Materials Engineering, Yerevan State University, Yerevan, Armenia
Please check and delete unneeded information.
3. The number of titles at all levels of the article is as follows, please re-number your titles.
1. Introduction (first level)
2. Method (first level)
2.1. XXXXX (second level)
2.1.1. XXXXX (third level)
(i). XXXXX (fourth level)
(a) XXXXX (fifth level)
(b) XXXXX (fifth level)
(ii). XXXXX (fourth level)
2.1.2. XXXX (third level)
2.2. XXXXX (second level)
3. Result (first level)
4. Discussion (first level)
5. Conclusion (first level)
6. Recommendations (first level)
Author Contributions (no number)
Conflict of Interest Statement (no number)
Acknowledgments (no number)
Appendix (no number)
References (no number)
Biography (no number)
4. There should be one part “Keywords”, please add 3-8 words/phrases that indicate the main research field, main research methods, important data names, and main research objects.
5. [bookmark: OLE_LINK11]The reference citation format should be corrected according to our journal publication standards. Namely, the quoted part in the main body should be marked as “[1], [2], [3, 4]…[50]” in normal text form rather than superscript form. For example:
True: “...and this helps to identify patients at risk for a cardiovascular event or death [1].” 
False: “...and this helps to identify patients at risk for a cardiovascular event or death[1].”
6. [bookmark: OLE_LINK30][bookmark: OLE_LINK37][bookmark: OLE_LINK32][bookmark: OLE_LINK29]The references in the “References” should be numbered like “[1], [2], [3]...”. Please check and revise.
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