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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

Many thanks for the opportunity to review this paper. There is a gap 
for this issue with little publications with a whole lot of purpose. 
The manuscript described a technically sound piece of scientific 
research. 
 
Strength of this, I am interesting to ask or to be addressed the 
authors on the following points 

1. What special approach did you use to increase the quality this 
paper? 

2. What special characters or features or components did you 
include in this study? 

3. Do you think it can be possible to implement (visibility issue) as 
routine? 
 
                Thank you very much indeed! 
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