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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The text is clear and coherent. And the design of this paper is reasonable. The point 
is worth further study. 
There is a big problem.The sample size included in this article is too small, so I have 
doubts about its statistical efficacy and serious doubts about its results.If the author 
can carry out a complete statistical performance power analysis, it is worth 
considering again. 
It is highly recommended that the author should ask professional statisticians to 
organize the language and methods of their manuscription . 
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I recommend that the authors should organize their language more carefully and 
make their writing more professional. 
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