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 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 

 

Sections 3, 4 and 5 are confusing and need to be 

rewritten.  Claims about supermassive black holes 

being formed from mergers of smaller black holes 

and dark matter being composed of antigravitons 

need to be backed-up with citations of trustworthy 

sources.  The conclusion is especially poorly written 

and confusing.  No citations about “Thread Big Bang” 

or “tangent energy” are found in the text. 

 

I am open to advice. 
I add 22 refs. (see lines 319) 
I made the supplementation, modification 
and necessary deletion for the paper. 
Thank you! 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

There are minor grammar and spelling errors in the 

introduction and section 2.  Angle parameter is repeated 

in the abstract. 

Thanks for pointing out this. 
To become •

latticeD  (see lines 159-160) 

Thank you! 
Optional/General comments 

 

I would accept this paper for publication if sections 3 and 

4 were deleted, section 2 was expanded and the 

conclusion was rewritten. 

 

I made the supplementation, modification 
and necessary deletion for the paper. 
Thank you again for your helpful 
suggestions. 

 

 


