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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 

 
1. The abstract is extended as it contains the 

literature view and introduction. Basically, the 
abstract should not have more than 250 words, 
as well as it must include a summary of the 
work. Also, the references shouldn’t be citied 
in the abstract.  

2. Reference number 1, 3, and 10 are not citied in 
the text.  

3. The language of the manuscript needs 
improving.  

4. The manuscript didn’t involve the results and 
discussion section or the results analysis part, 
which is very important to know the manuscript 
outcome.  

5. In all tables, define the rows and columns. 

The abstract have been corrected to 250 words. 

 
 
 
 
 
The references are now cited. 
 
 
The languages have been improved. 
 
 
 

Minor REVISION comments 

 
1. line 44, the author mentioned “we say”. It 

should be changed with more suitable sentence, 
Such as “in another word”   

2. line 50, the use of the word “Example” is not 
suitable word.  

3. line 66, mention the full spelling of the “CPU”.  
4. line 88 and 90, symbol t should be written 

‘we say’ is the appropriate word that follows 

‘machine interference’ 
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either as “t” or (t). Follow this comment for 
other variables. 

5. line 105, change it to short title  
6. Line 111, what the author means by f(t) and 

E[f(t)]? 
7. Explain all variables that are used in all 

equations. 
8. Lines 225-251, put it under new title.  

Optional/General comments 

 
The title of the paper need to change to be more 
suitable with the content of the manuscript.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


