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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 
 

Abstract: 
Do not put references in here. 
 
Introduction and Discussion: 
According to GUIDELINE FOR AUTHORS (available in 
http://www.journaljeai.com/index.php/JEAI/about/submissions#authorGuidelines), 
“References must be listed at the end of the manuscript and numbered in the order that 
they appear in the text. In the text, citations should be indicated by the reference number in 
brackets”. Please correct that! 
 
Results: 
According to GUIDELINE FOR AUTHORS, “Tables & figures should be placed inside the 
text. Tables and figures should be presented as per their appearance in the text”. 
 
It is missing a clear description of the results. 
 
 

 
Requested revisions were corrected.  
 
Author is unclear of meaning of “missing clear description of results”, the 
author is willing to make the necessary corrections if provided clarity in the 
area. 
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