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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. The abstract is written in an unacceptable manner. There is no need to mention the researchers 

whoes your work is based on their results in the abstract. The abstract is almost equal to the 
Conclusions Section. It is recommended to reformulate it including an introduction, the research 
significance, the general purpose of the paper, and the general conclusions without the need of 
addressing values. 

2. The introduction should be separated into different paragraphs. Extremely long paragraphs are very 
difficult to read. 
The research looks like a research report rather than scientific research – the Authors must 
remember that any research program must verify a pre-defined hypothesis, e.g., the adequacy of the 
design procedure. Therefore, please reconsider the motivation of this work. 

3. The paper presents several written English mistakes that need proofreading. 
4. Rewrite the conclusions in the form of points that include the most significant findings drawn from 

this research 
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