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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 2. Yes, itis suitable.
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(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide researchers.
additional suggestions/comments)
Minor REVISION comments
1. Language usage is satisfactory. But, few sentences must be rewritten to avoid grammar
1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly mistakes. Also, letter cases and grammar must be checked.
communications? 2. All the paragraphs must begin with some Indentation. It's missing in all the paragraph.

Suggested to included indentation for each paragraph.

Optional/General comments

Appreciated the authors for their innovative idea and preparation of this article. | believe that this

article can be published after updating the above mentioned compulsory / Major recommendations.

PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment

feedback here)

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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

Created by: DR Checked by: PM Approved by: MBM

Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)




Review Form 1.7

Reviewer Details:

Name:

Rajasekaran S

Department, University & Country

College of Computing and Information Sciences, University of Technology and Applied Sciences, Oman

Created by: DR Checked by: PM

Approved by: MBM

Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)




