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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 
 

 
1. Grammar to be checked thoroughly. 
2. Introduction can be more informative. 
3. Reference to be more recent publication. 
 

1. Entire document updated for grammar. Technical content unchanged. We 
used command LaTeX  \citep  instead of \cite which also helps with the flow 
and grammar. 
2. Revised order of the Introduction section so that the background is first 
(earlier version we started with the equation). 
3. More recent relevant references (from 2008, 2012, 2018) were added. 
Earlier the most recent reference was from 2015. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. Conclusion may be added. 
 
 
 
 
 

As this is an extension of a previously studied problem, we felt it would be 
best to highlight our approach and the follow-up studies we hope to carry out 
in the summary section.  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 
 

Many thanks for the useful feedback. 
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