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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
I recommend that authors state clearly, "What is the purpose of this paper and the 
problems you have attempted to solve in this paper? 
 
Please provide information that shows the originality of this work. Does it show only 
incremental progress over previous research?  
 
The conclusion must be supported by the results obtained. It is written as a summary of the 
study/research. The conclusion needs improvement. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
The work should be free from typographical and grammatical errors. The English language 
needs improvement.  
 
Some technical aspects need improvement. These are:  
 

 The numbering of equations, tables and figures must be the same. For example, in 
the text, authors write "With equation 3.1, 2.8", "Table 3", "Figure 3".  

 Please follow the format and choose the correct numbering.  
 

 Omit ":" and ";" before equations.  
 

 Use "Formula" in (6) and (7) 
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It is recommended that the quality of Figure 1 be improved.  
Please indicate where this figure belongs in the text. Otherwise, it appears that this figure 
does not provide specific information. 
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