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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 -The abstract structure should include; an
introduction, scope and method, result and finding.
In addition, the paper structure should include
methodology, result and discussion.
-The literature review in the introduction section
should present by scope and finding for each and
explain what other researchers were used and then
show what this research present, (the sentence start
in line 12 –line  14 should be the last paragraph of
the introduction in addition to the sentence which
start in line 19- line 22). Line 15, shouldn't start with
(In the literature) better start directly with any
sentence.
There should be at least 7-9 reviews in order to
compare the results with other researchers. Please
also explain how the results relate to previous
findings in the last paragraph. Also the author should
review
- In the methodology section, author should clearly
show what used and what the new procedure he
used.(there is no comparison with any other
techniques). For example line 128, the author wrote
(this technique is very effective) How?
- In its current state, some of English mistakes have
to be corrected. Please check the manuscript and
refine the language carefully.
-In the conclusion section, the main contribution of
the paper is not clear and it must be clarified well in
this section.

Agreed with reviewer’s comments . There is nocomparison with other techniques, a newtechnique was presented. The main contributionof the paper is clearly presented in the reviewedpaper.
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