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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. Title: Please write the title briefly but indicate the theme and  topic being written. 
The title is written short and attracts the readers of your article. Title no more than 14 
words. 
Less informative for paper readers. Please make the title short but can explain the 
theme and  topic in detail. 
2. Abstract part: Write in the abstract a brief problem, then  the method of solving the 
problem. Then the results and objectives are written at the end of the abstract.  
a. Need to be revised and improved the description of the explanation of the formula in 
detail. 
b. Extend the explanation for the theorem. 
c. Add some numerical case study results from your proposed section. 
3. Add pictures and table notations from your case study results. 
4. Give a detailed explanation of the the results of the Transient Solution Process 
5. For n less than or equal to 1, The results of the Transient Solution Process 
6. And The results of the Transient Solution Process are described in the table. and 
bar charts are clearer and more detailed. 
7. Literature Review section: 

1. Need to show the advantage and disadvantage of each paper mentioned in this 
section, I can't understand anything from this section.  
2. Add comparison table. 

8. Add section Overview for some recent formulas in details with its equations.  
9. Proposed Work section:  

1- Need to add the a formal definition of the problem 
2- Describe all stages of the manuscript paper model  
3- Describe the data set you use it  
4- Add the Complexity analysis 
5- Add more results and comparison 
7- All figures named and figures not screenshots and need to be good quality 

10. Add section case study problems 
11. Add challenges and future work section 
12. Summary and Conclusion: 

a. Need to extend the section and some numerical analysis 
13. Add some good recent references, good quality figures, more tables 

   The plagiarism report file from the Turnitin program with the 10% plagiarism is 
allowed (including references, authors name and affiliation If the plagiarism is already less 
than 10%. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Please provide numerical analysis test results in the form of a pie chart table. To make it 
easy for readers to understand. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 

1. Please correct the title and abstract so introduction  with a good sentence and 
attract the reader's interest for your paper. 

2. In the conclusion section, the results of the numerical analysis are added. And the 
results of the analysis of this paper are made a bar chart and  pie chart so that the 
results look perfect, easy to understand for your paper readers. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



 

Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

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