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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 
 

A. The writing of abstract should be more succinct following the general 
guideline  
1. Problem statement 
2. Methods 
3. Results 

             4.          Conclusion 
 
 

 
The abstract have been reviewed as highlighted in the abstract. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. Please make sure that you subdivided your article in a correct manner: Divide your 
article into clearly defined and numbered sections. Subsections should be 
numbered 1, 2, (then 1.1, 1.1.1, 1.1.2), 1.2, etc. (the abstract is not included in 
section numbering).  

2. Lack of literature review: you are requested to add a comprehensive literature 
review to the introduction. Please add some review of the previous works to the 
introduction. You should review at least 10 sources and cite them properly and 
include the references for each citation in the reference list. 

3. 2) Inconsistency of the reference and citations: You have only few in-text citations 
while many references in the reference list with no corresponding citations in the 
text. 

 

 
All the observation raised here have been reviewed as highlighted in the text. 
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