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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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Page2 row2: rearrange the statement especially “in recent past”. 
2. There is a big time difference in the presentation of previous research, as authors moved from 

research in 2009 to research in 2020, which gives a great impression that there is no research in 
these years or did the researchers not notice this time difference. Therefore, I suggest writing other 
papers that were published in the years 2015, 2016, 2018, and 2019. 

3. The research, especially in the evaluation part, needs clarification and explanation of the results that 
were reached mathematically, as the authors put the results in tables, and those results were not 
analyzed and explained. 

4. What are the future works of this research? 
5. The references are very old and little so you have to update them. 
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