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Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments

The topic of the research is practical and contemporary

The abstract is adequate, it represents the paper in its parts.
The Keywords are good

The introduction and background are appropriate, clear, and streamlined. Used relevant
references and updated to support the subject. This section is suitable to build on the next
parts. Suggested proofreading and editing [see attached Corrected Manuscript]

More references are required...

Write a brief paragraph how is this paper divided??

The literature review is also appropriate, clear, and streamlined. Used relevant references
and updated to support the subject. Suggested proofreading and editing [see attached
Corrected Manuscript]

The methodology is clear and appropriate. Suggestions are made. Calculations are wrong
as shown. Therefore, a suggestion was made based on the declared population...

The results are appropriate to support the discussion. Data Tables used are clear.

The discussion is clear, streamlined, neat, and well developed

Results are clearly used in the discussion and are sufficient to support the discussion.
Discussion is adequate, however, suggestions are made. Furthermore, it is validated with
relevant citations. Suggested proofreading and editing [see attached Corrected Manuscript]
Conclusion are adequate

What are the implications of this work?? Are there any limitations encountered, discuss!!!
REVIEW CAREFULLY THE WRITE-UP AND NUMBERING OF THE REFERENCES FOR
CONSISTENCY, REMOVING REDUNDANCY, COMPLETENESS, AND TO MATCH THE
JOURNAL'’S REQUIREMENTS.

Proofreading and editing are needed [see all suggestions in the attached Manuscript]
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