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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 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
The abstract is general and needs to focus on the outcome direction and results of this 
chapter taking into consideration the title of the chapter. Thus, the abstract needs re 
consideration to conclude 
Highlight the gaps and mention how this chapter is going to address any/ some of the gaps. 
All these aspects (should be) presented in sequence. 
The Paper needs to be revised in English academic writing by a professional. 
Figures and tables are not clear  
 

Thank you very much for your professional comments; we have corrected it 
as you suggested.  

1. As you suggested, we have modified the Abstract. The changes are 
highlighted in the revised version of the paper.  

2. As you suggested, The paper is reviewed by a professional, and all 
the corrections are highlighted in the revised version of the paper.  

3. We have modified the tables and figures, as you suggested.  
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