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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) Redraft results and discussions, they are very confusing in current form.

1. Chapter 4 is divided into per critical process (4.1, 4.2, 4.3) results and
discussion and then the verification of results with the three critical
processes discussed jointly (4.4)

Minor REVISION comments

2) check for linguistic errors
3) check for similarity index, it should less than 10 percent.

2. Done
3. 1 will let the editor/publisher do the similarity index, as | don’'t have the tool
to check

Optional/General comments

1) Refine English in abstract.

1. Done
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Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight
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feedback here)
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