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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 proposed methodology is not introduced clearly in Section 3. But it is preferable to add a figure 
that represents your methodology (approach).  
2. What are the practical and managerial implications of what you are proposing? This should be a 
separate strong section. 
3. The conclusion is short. The authors should give more attention to more elaboration of the 
establishment of the conclusion section with summarization of work and findings pertaining to future 
application scenarios. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. The authors are suggested to update the abstract and include the following: 
   a. Principal Objective 
   b. Methods used 
   c. Principal results 
   d. Main conclusions 
2. What are the practical and managerial implications of what you are proposing? This should be a 
separate strong section. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
1. The research topic as well as the content of your paper is good however it needs an organization and a 
clarity of presentation. 
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