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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

Minor REVISION comments
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The results are simple and straight forward, no new technique will be implemented.

Its better to put all equation number to the right-hand-side of the equation.

Both tables and figures reflect same conclusion. It's better to include either tables
or figures in the manuscript instead of both.

Put tables or figures in the running manuscript instead of Appendix.

1. Yes, | am agreed with the reviewer's comments. No doubt the results are
simple and straightforward but according to my point of view, the
mathematical derivation of the 3-component mixture of the lifetime models is
too much complicated.

2. Incorporate all the equation number to the right hand side of the equation.
3. Only 3-dimentional figures are included in the manuscript.

4. Incorporate the figures in the running manuscript instead of appendix.

Optional/General comments

PART 2:
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