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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The topic of the research is practical and contemporary 
 
The abstract is adequate, it represents the paper in its parts.  
 
The introduction and background are appropriately clear and streamlined. Used relevant 
references and updated them to support the subject. 
 
The literature review is adequate, relevant, streamlined, and very sufficient to support the 
research objective. Plus supported with relevant and updated references.  
 
Methodology representation is clear. However, it needs some more info [see suggestion] 
 
Results are clearly represented in Tables and are sufficient to support the discussion.  
 
Discussion is adequate, clear, and streamlined. Furthermore, it is validated with relevant 
citations.  
 
The conclusion is clear.  
 
Recommendations reported are fine 
 
Are there any limitations to the research??? 
 
References Review carefully the write-up of the references for consistency and 
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Proofreading is needed 
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