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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. Page 1. Left column. Line 2 should read “..research and help physicists pose…” 
2. Page 1. Right column. Line 1 should read “..where no one had experienced before.” 
3. Page 2. Line 5 should read “, and hence it must dissipate..” 
4. Page 3. Left column. Line 14 should read “..gravity were found,….” 
5. Page 3. Left column. Line 14. What is WMAP? Was it Wilkinson Microwave Anisotropy 

Probe? 
6. Page 3. Right column. Line 7. The sentence “Is entropy connected with extensive 

information or extensive” is not understandable, at least for me. 
7. Page 4. Right column. Line 1 from the bottom should read “..[23]:” 
8. Page 5. Right column. Line 22 should read “ ….and determines the amount…”  
9. The conclusion should refer to the question which is the title of the article and answer 

clearly. 

1. The comment is fully accepted. The necessary corrections are made to the 
text. 
2. The comment is fully accepted. The necessary corrections are made to the 
text. 
3. The comment is fully accepted. The necessary corrections are made to the 
text. 
4. The comment is fully accepted. The necessary corrections are made to the 
text. 
5. The comment is fully accepted. The necessary corrections are made to the 
text. 
6. The comment is fully accepted. The necessary corrections are made to the 
text.  
7. The comment is fully accepted. The necessary corrections are made to the 
text. 
8. The comment is fully accepted. The necessary corrections are made to 
the text. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments   

 
 
 
 
 
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) 
 
 

1. I, the alone corresponding author, am authorized to submit this 
manuscript. 

2. Submission of the manuscript represent that the manuscript has not 
been published previously and is not considered for publication 
elsewhere.     

3. The manuscript, or any part thereof, is in no way a violation of any 
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existing original or derivative copyright.  
 The manuscript contains nothing obscene, indecent, objectionable or 
libelous. 
 
 
 

 


