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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

My first remarks are found within the manuscript.
Be careful with the structuring of sentences.

In your introduction, clearly highlight the problem you noticed on the field, and, at its end,
clearly announce what you aim to do in order to solve the concerned problem.

When you use abbreviations, make sure to define them.

| don’t think that the name of the authors cited must appear in the text; the use of numbers
can be done for that purpose. Then in the references, those numbers can be respectively
associated with the author indexed. This will have the advantage to lighten the manuscript.

From my personal experience, when you have a result, you first of all present it with
reference to figures or/and tables if possible. After this, you analyze the results in
relation to themselves first, then in relation to the other results obtained in the same
field by other researchers that you will cite. At the end, you try an interpretation to
justify the result obtained. While doing so, you can create links when possible
between your personal results.

Revised

Minor REVISION comments

The topic is relevant. But, the manuscript needs to be rephrased. In fact the structuring of
sentences and locally the use of punctuations need to be improved.

Noted

Optional/General comments

The idea developed here is consistent with the concept of sustainable development..

Noted

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 ves, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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