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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 author compared two known model for solving a systems of Linear equations in three
unknowns. The cell arrangement, and the cofactor ad joint model. He claimed from his
finding, that cell arrangement is less time consuming to cofactor ad joint model. But his
claims are not full reflection of the title non the purpose as in line; 35,36. The title should
reflect the body or content of the paper. If possible, change the title to ‘Comparison of cell
arrangement and Cofactor Ad joint model for solving systems of Linear Equations’.
Abstract; Should be rewritten as one paragraph to reflect the objective of the paper,
methodology, findings conclusion and recommendation. Remove the subtitled in the
Abstract

Line; 12 Adjoint be written as Ad joint

Line; 17 unknown, be written as unknowns

Line; 25 the unknown were, should be was

The author should please read through the paper so as to correct mistake and re
arrange the paper for good reading. Line 133 and Line 225 should be merge as
results and discussion.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

Although the paper did not add to the existing known knowledge of solving Linear
equations, it should be accepted for publication after the corrections but be tempted as
Review paper

PART 2:

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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Created by: EA Checked by: ME

Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)




Q)
SCIENCEDOMAIN international Al 7

. ; b 9. |
WWwWw.sciencedomain.org -
BCIENCEODMAY
SDI Review Form 1.6
Reviewer Details:
Name: Ebiendele Ebosele Peter
Department, University & Country Lagos State University, Nigeria
Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)




