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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

Minor REVISION comments

The piece is very interesting and well written. [ would
only avoid to repeat “Artificial” ANN at line 40. In my
opinion, it is better if the author writes the name of the
authors he/she quotes instead of for example (2)
propose etc.

Correction in line 40has been effected and
highlighted. The suggestion to write the name of
the authors quoted is ok, but the convention
adopted is widely used since the names can be
easily identified on the references using the
numbers in the citations.

Optional /General comments
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