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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 The literature is too lengthy. Some statements can be simplified with points can 
merge. 

 Can rearrange the RQ, hypothesis into their own dedicated subsections. Easier to 
discuss with dedicated titles that represents the findings. Current formatting is 
more similar to report writing compared to article writing. 

 Can also present findings in figure/illustration form. More interesting for reader to 
read. Give better perspective, in particular the significant difference in 
performance. 

 The full mark for the score should be provided. Also include word ‘score’ in most of 
the table to let readers understand easier. 

 

We have tried to incorporate the suggestions made by the reviewer and 
authors are really appreciate the way of reviewing the manuscript 
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 Some grammatical errors here and there 
 Some typos, missing dot, spacing between words. Revisit the article carefully and 

eliminate these mistakes 
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