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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
First of all, I would like to congratulate the authors of this work, here are some suggestions: 

 
- Please better develop the Abstract of this work, highlighting the real relevance of this article 

for the World Scientific Community, 200-250 words; 
 

- Please enter 3-5 keywords, relevant to this research; 
 

- Please insert more Reference in the Introduction of this work, highlighting the problem; 
 

- Please work better on the following topics, Methodology, Results, and Conclusion of this 
work, address and discuss in more detail these topics; 

 
- I suggest inserting another topic right after the conclusion of this work, named Future 

Works, presenting what is expected in this work for the future; 
 

- Insert more Reference, high impact factor, current (2016-2022), and, Journal of Engineering 
Research and Reports; 
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