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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Abstract: The dependent variables for the developed regression equations must be 
defined (X1…..X6) 
 
Introduction: The justification of the study has not been strongly and clearly given in the 
introduction. So, factors, conditions, literature necessitating the study should be given. 
 
Materials and Methods: The specific information or data collected in the study has not 
been given, the author only mentioned the methods or tools used in data collection without 
given the specific data collected.  
 
Results/Discussion: the discussion in the article is completely missing, unless few 
shallow and weak comparisons with past studies were given in the results section. 
 
Recommendations: Most of the recommendations were not supported by the findings of 
the study, they are based on speculations which must be avoided in a research article, 
therefore must be re-written. 
 

Abstract: the dependent variables have been defined 
 
 
Introduction: the statement of problem as well as Justification has been added 
to the reviewed copy.  
In the materials and methods, the specific information/ data collected have 
been included in the reviewed manuscript. 
 
Result and discussion was initially combined and has been modified 
 
One of the recommendations that doesn’t correspond with the findings have 
been removed and the others modified to suit the findings  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The article need English and type setting editing (font size and spacing), also some vital 
references have not been given in the article. 
 

The font sizes and spacing as well as more vital references have been 
worked upon and included in the reviewed manuscript 

Optional/General comments 
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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 

 
 


