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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

There are a number of problems with the construction of sentences.

There are quite a number of grammatical errors. The authors need to carefully read the
report again line by line and make these corrections

A number of the sentences are very long and the situation could be improved by breaking
down the long sentences into more parts

There are also a number of problems with the use of punctuation marks in sentences.
A grammatical editing of the work will help greatly.

Make appropriate use of subscripts and superscripts

Minor REVISION comments

Spelling:
The authors need to pay very careful attention to spelling

All abbreviations must be defined at the first instance of use

Optional/General comments

Ensure all cited reference were also listed

Make appropriate use of subscripts and superscripts

All equations must be produced using equation editor or Mathtype

The authors need to pay very serious attention to the formatting of the text
Correct this all through the document

Good (Require some addition/amendment)

The authors should related their result findings with relevant literature or other researchers
findings, this grossly lacking in this work.
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Reviewer’'s comment IAuthor’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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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