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PART 1: Review Comments
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Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments 1. On page 2, line 2, the “GM (1). 1) “ may be GM(1,1). Dear Reviewer,
2 on page 2, “2000-2006" should be “from 2000 to 2006” similarly for 2007-2011. We would like to express our thankfulness for your much constructive and valuable advices. We have
3 on page 4 “X-order cumulative” should be corrected revised the paper following your comments and suggestions. The changes made in the revision appear
4 on page 5, line -2, “method” should be deleted. in yellow, and the answers to your comments are listed as follows.

O | am sorry for this imprecise behavior. Thank you for reading carefully and pointing out our
shortcomings. According to your comments, we have changed the “GM (1). 1)” to the “GM(1,1)”

0 Thank you for your comments, In accordance with your revised comments, we have revised the
place where there are such problems in the text, and corrected its format to the normal format.

0 Thank you for your comments, we have changed the “X-order cumulative” to “ r -order cumulative”
according to your amendment.

O | am sorry for such careless behavior. Thank you for your carefully read and detailed comments,
Based on the changes you have given us, we have deleted the word “method”.

Finally, we have thoroughly revised the paper in order to present a more clear and concise manuscript.
We hope these corrections will meet with approval. Once again, thank you very much for your
comments.

With Best Regards.

Lang Yu & Co-authors.
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