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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1) There are typos, grammatical and spacing issues in the text, please improve it. 
2) The authors should explain every variable used in the equation. 
3) The authors should clearly specify which equation or variable in which equation is 

being substituted to yield a new equation 
 
 

1) Tried to improve all typos, grammatical and spacing errors. 
2) All variables are explained and those changes are highlighted. 
3) Revised the explanation of result (mentioned equations used for 

simplification) 

Optional/General comments 
 

1) The authors might consider to include some examples that these derived equations 
can be applied. 

 
 

Definitely consider this suggestion for further work. 
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