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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
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statements are fully validated with relevant references. Therefore, more references are needed as 
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the objectives 
 
The literature review is appropriate, and clear, but not supported effectively with the references!!! As 
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The methodology is clear and the mathematical modelling details are clear as well supported with 
relevant design parts. Need to support with reported ref… 
 
The results section is clear, through Tables & Figures. Enough to support the discussion of the 
findings  
 
The discussion is clear, well-written, and streamlined. The discussion part fulfills the objectives of 
the paper 
 
The conclusion and recommendations are adequate.  
 
Review carefully the write-up of the references for consistency, completeness, and to match 
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