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The article is well organized and structured 

except for the results that were not discussed. 

The title clearly describes the article and the 

abstract clearly reflect the content of the article. 
 

 

 

Thanks for your referee report and accepted this 

paper for publish in your journal.  

 
I think that I write all useful concepts about 

presented topic in the abstract  and main text of 

the paper. Of course in short and clear sentences. 

Minor REVISION comments   

Optional/General comments 

 
Results were not discussed. When discussing 

results in research articles, the claims should be 

supported by the results by making comparisons 

between author’s findings with previously 

published research findings in the literature. So 

we expect to see citation of references in the 

discussion section. 
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