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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 
 

 
The article is interesting as the subject content. Article should be placed in a method 
for the study to be an original article in the academic sense. Data based on 
observation and survey may improve the quality of this study. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Article language must be reviewed. 
Repeats are available (“That is to say” line: 27,46,48,53,117,142,161,177).  
There are errors in source year impressions.  
Hutchins, E (1995a) line:212, Clark, A (2006a) line:204 
10 different sources of Lotfeta Y. and Lotfeda A. In the conclusion part only 
references to the source review should be reviewed. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
After the corrections are made, they will contribute to science in the academic field 
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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) 
 
Very much quoted from the sources of the same author. 
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