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Introduction that describes importance of work has not written. Moreover, many 
literature investigations should be made.  
A nomenclature should be prepared. 
Please reduce the length of your title to less than 10 words. 
Only single keywords must be used not combinations of words as indexing and 
searching is done by single words. 
Please also make sure that all references are in the correct format as per the 
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modeling or properties as it will be rejected. 
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understand. 
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discussion section and must not be empirical. 
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described in your paper. 
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contributes to the archival literature. 
Figures and Tables are not at the desired quality (300 dpi). 
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