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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should 
write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
The author should check the language grammar for correctness. 
 
Authors should study qualitative research from the literature. 
 
The author's literary study was insufficient. 
 
The tools used in qualitative research need to be evaluated by experts. 
 
The tools used in qualitative research need to be evaluated by experts. Which affects the 
results of the experiment is not reliable 
 
The author should use pictures to show the results of the experiment or comparison 
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The authors should present the statistics used to interpret the experimental results and 
provide them in tabular form. 
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