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Major revisions are required to be accepted.

The author should pay attention to:

1. The abstract should state briefly the purpose of the research, the principal results, and major conclusions. 

2. Please underscore the scientific value added to your paper in your abstract and introduction.

3. The paper should present a critical and constructive analysis of existing published literature in a field, through

summary, classification, analysis, and comparison, but the paper is not performed this.

4. More analyses of the results are suggested to be given to make it reasonable.

5. Please convert all tables into an editable format, not paste an image.

6. There is no descriptions nor comparisons of the proposed method such that can proof it is advanced over other

methods.

7. Please convert all tables into an editable format, not paste an image.

8.  The number of references is very little; the paper requires more references.

9. The manuscript is not organized well.

10. There is some formatting error.

11. Make sure to include proper citations throughout the article.

12. Please draw the block diagram of the proposed model and the network architecture used to achieve the purpose of

this study.

13. Please discuss the limits of the proposed method.

14. The conclusion should be written again because it appears as a summary.

15. The manuscript is not organized well.

16. There is some formatting error.

17. Citation of figures is missing in text

18. Make sure to include proper citations throughout the article.
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