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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

Optional/General comments
Manuscript is deducible and fluent but ıts design not good.
References are enough and proof of theorems are looking true and interesting.
It is OK for me.

Thanks to the respected referee, design of the paper will be coordinated and
proportioned to the requirements of the journal with the help and advice of the
dear editors.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.
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