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A good attempt by the authors. However, the 
written report is somehow lacking, for instance, 
lines 14-17, 19-23, 40-51, 68-70, 82, 238, 242 have  
been poorly constructed or hard to follow.  
This paper should be passed to someone 
competent in the English Language for 
suggestions on how to make the reading of the 
paper easier. 

I am very glad with all correction made by 
reviewers and I agreed. 
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I incorporated all the comments as per the 
recommendation of the reviewers.  
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Regarding of the title of article I would like it to be 
original research paper  

 

 
 
 
 
 


