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Compulsory REVISION comments | have completed the review. Please, consider the iThenticate Report for plagiarism. Ok
Because there is 30% plagiarism in this manuscript.

Minor REVISION comments
According to the iThenticate Report, there is 30% plagiarism.

So, the manuscript should be rechecked and sentences should be
rewritten related to author knowledge which improved by references’
ideas.

Optional/General comments Noted
It would be better if you add more references...

Plagiarism issue

There is an iThenticate Report which gives 30% plagiarism. In my opinion, manuscript
should be revised for this manner.
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