
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 
Journal Name: Journal of Economics, Management and Trade     
Manuscript Number: Ms_JEMT_48630 
Title of the Manuscript:  

PROFIT ANALYSIS OF NON IDENTICAL REPAIRABLE UNITS SUBJECT TO TWO PHASE REPAIR OF SYSTEM 

Type of the Article  
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline) 
 

 
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 
 

 
Table 4 is covering up part of the text, so Table 4 should be put on a different page. 
 
The Transition Diagram looks interesting but is hard to understand based on the 
formulas alone.  Describe the Transition Diagram using a few sentences with words 
rather than mathematical symbols. 

Necessary Changes required have been incorporated.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
In the abstract, change “Two type are repairman” to “Two types of repairmen”. 
 
In the introduction, remove the “s” from “situations” in the last sentence. 
 
On p. 29, a period is needed in “system breaks down.”  In the next sentence, write “Two 
types of repair facilities are available” rather than “is available”. 
 
In section VII, change “technique are” to “techniques are”. 
 

I have made all the changes as suggested.  
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