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Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments Methodology part have limited exploration. It will be better to present with example. We reconsider the methodology exploration via presenting - in Fig. 5 and 6 -
the App Inventor capabilities (strengths, weaknesses, development and

It will be better with case stduy of implementation. deployment requirements) vs. other platforms for develop Android apps.
Results must be revisited. We also give some case study of implementation in Fig. 14, 15 and 16 in

order to make the results more understandable.
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