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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment 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 feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The authors should introduce us to the study by including background of study before the 
aim in the abstract section. The materials used for the experiment should be included in the 
methodology in the abstract section. 
 
The authors should include citations in the second paragraph in the introduction section. 
 
Second to the last paragraph should discuss the objective of the study and the last 
paragraph in introduction section should present all that is entail in the remaining part of the 
article. 
 
The author should include a literature review section where literatures relating to this study 
should be discussed and the motivation to this study should be discussed as well. 
 
The authors should conduct a comparative analysis by comparing their study with state-of-
the-art 
 
The conclusion is not very convincing, the authors need to summary their study and then 
conclude. They should also propose future research for other researchers to experiment. 
 
The plagiarism of the manuscript is too high and the author need to reduce the plagiarism 
starting from the title of the article. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The authors should engage the assistance of an English expert as there are lots of 
grammatical and punctuation errors. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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