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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

A few major revisions are list below: 
1. Although the language is fluent, I also suggest the author should check 
the language more carefully, in order to avoid spelling and grammar error. 
2. The abstract unclear Abstract is suggested to be concise the expressions. 
Please rewrite abstract. 
3. The resolution of figures (1-4) are unclear 
4. The literature review on the recent progress for this research topic is not 
sufficient. 
5. There must be a comparison between the previous work and work search 
6. The conclusion unclear please rewrite conclusion 

7. Research needs to be more modern references 
 

The problems you pointed out: 
1. Article language has been modified. 
2. Abstract has been reworked. 
3. The resolution of figures (1-4) have been modified. 
4. This article has added some of the recent literature reviews and more 
modern sources of this research topic. 
The above amendments have been marked. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 

 

 
PART  2:  
 
 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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 

 


