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 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 
 

Article Type: Research Paper 
The paper is good in general, the sequence of ideas is consistent and written good, the research questions are clear, the 
research methodology and findings of the researcher are good. 
The references used by the author are good, 
also, the ideas in the article. 
I will rate this paper 85% 
More Details: 
The approach of this research is well justified. 
The research objectives are clear and well presented. 
The "Related work" contains references to relevant articles for the approached targets. 
The proposal contains the original contributions that extend the knowledge of the field. 
The methodology is correct and can be applied in practical applications. I did not detect flaws in the methodology. 
The article is well written, and it is understandable. The references are relevant and well chosen. It has a good structure. 
The proposed methods are well explained. The included table, diagrams and figures help the understanding. 
The method well-chosen and led to results that prove the correctness of the proposed methods. 
The conclusions are sustained by the results. 
In my opinion, the article is good and deserves publication, as it will contribute to scientific progress in the field,  I recommend 
this revised paper for publication. 
Please accept my utmost respect and appreciation 
Best Regards 
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