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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 
 

 
1. Abstract is not the same thing as conclusion. The author need to rewrite the 

abstract by include the objective of the study, the method used and results 
obtained 

2. The author needs to include conclusion section in the work 
 

3. There is need for results and discussion section where the author will 
discuss the results obtained 
 

4. The introduction needs to be improved with relevant recent articles related to 
the study 
 

5. The reference section should be updated with recent articles on the study 
 

6.  All the reference cited in the work is too old. Infant, no single recent article 
was mention in the work 
 

7. The manuscript need to be expunge of grammatical errors 
 

8. The work needs overall improvement  

I have made the following modification on modifying opinions. 

1. About abstract, i have rewritten with yellow mark. 

2. About conclusion,i have written with yellow mark. 

3. About reference, i have modify and add new reference with yellow mark. 
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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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


