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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. In the introduction section, the motivations of the study are not well presented. Why did the authors use the proposed 

method? What are the contributions of the study? All the answers to these questions must be highlighted in the introduction. 

2. What are the existing solutions in the most relevant literature and their drawbacks or issues? How does the newly proposed 

model address these issues? 

3. The literature reviews should be supported to understand the correlation of presented research results with the state of the art 

of this research field. 

4. What are the main criteria for data selection and time period of research? 

5. What are the disadvantages of your approach? What are the limitations of your research? 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
7. Please confirm the validity of Table 2. 

8. The results in Table 4 should be interpreted. Numbers should be analyzed.  

9. I suggest enhancing final section (Conclusion) to better explain because the key results of the research should be expressed 

in more detail. The directions of future research should be stated in the last section. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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