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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
1- Introduction needs revision. 
2- Methodology should contain all mandatory parts which are explained in 

detail on reviewed copy of MS 
3- Results and discussion need substantial revision, explained on reviewed 

copy 
    

 
I have read the manuscript and reviewed the manuscript. It has some very serious issues 
like poor discussion and results. considering the journal acceptability ratio, accept it after 
extensive revision. in current form it is not acceptable for any journal. I am  sharing you the 
reviewed copy of the manuscript.  
 
 

 
1. The installation has been improved, and is more concise 
2. The methodology has been improved according to the advice of the 

reviewer 
3. Results and Discussion have been revised and expanded according 

to suggestions 
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Grammatical and format should be revised few marked in manuscript reviewed copy 
 

 
I have carefully grammar and format it and correct it as suggested 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Reference style should be uniform according to the guidelines 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
Methodology the reference number and date of approval 
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