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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 is not well writing, introduction is too small, the model description and 
Formation was muddy up with positivity of solution , definition of terms, separate 
them, 
Check the definition of terms some of them are not rightly defined. Basic 
reproduction 
Number should be subheading , add to your work it is too small. From 1to3 it is not 
well 
writing. Your 4 is OK and correct, it is a good work done for you to 
uselyapounvfunction. 
 
Check your conclusion it is not well writing, no numerical aspects in your work. In 
the work 
the astreference number is 5, but in the list we have 6 please check 

 
As per your suggestions abstract and the introduction has been modified 
 
All corrections done 
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