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Compulsory REVISION comments
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(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)
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2.The abstract unclear please rewrite abstract
sufficient.

and compared with traditional methods

8. The references need more arrangements
such as IEEE or Harvard ....

1. The readability of this paper requires improving. | have difficulty following the text.
The whole text should have been paragraphed properly. In the current form, the
entire text appears as a big lump, impairing its readability substantially.

3. The literature review on the recent progress for this research topic is not
4.In this research, we need to simulate the proposed idea and prove its effectiveness
5.The conclusion unclear please rewrite conclusion

6. There must be a comparison between the previous work and work search
7. Research needs to be very modern and more references
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
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communications?
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