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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

The manuscript is not always very clear.

The way general definitions are reported in the first part
should be improved.

The definition of the problem that is being studied needs
also to be given formally.

The contribution of the paper should be better
highlighted.

Data settings, analysis, and comments on the results
should be deepen.

Literary review is very limited and should be enlarged
taking into accounts relevant papers on the topics.

In general, the paper is poorly written and there are
several grammatical errors; a careful revision of the
paper is needed.

Ironically, the reviewer has far too many
grammatical errors highlighted in red and
corrected below......to comment on grammar

Data settings, analysis, and comments on the
results should be deepened.

Literature review is very limited or literary
works reviewed are very limited, ....should be
expanded to take into account...

Minor REVISION comments

The authors should avoid to cite an equation or a figure
that is showed in the following of the manuscript.

The authors should avoid citing an equation or....

Optional /General comments
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