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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

In Figures 1,2: Text written is not clear and there is no any explanation of these figure. The sizes of the figures 1,2, and 4 are adjusted, text is written clearly and
Conclude them in a short paragraph. explanation for figures is added as suggested.

Figure 4: Text not clear. Equation 2 is edited.
Equation 2: y should be subscript of I, and in equation only | is written where it should be
ly Equation 3 is edited.
Equation 3: Again, Sin(ws) but it should be Sin(ws) Line 277 edited.

Line 277: d; remove ;, use :

. . . Graph sizes are edited to increase clarity.
Same problem with the graphs, text written over there is not much clear. And no any b y

explanation of the graphs. Words in Table 2 are revised accordingly.

Table 2: Please use subscript option to write Imin as I,,. Revise all words.

Minor REVISION comments

Review all equations for notations. Equations are checked for notations.
. Figures and graphs are reviewed.
Please go through all the figures and graphs. Blank spaces are omitted,

Avoid the blank spaces in the literature, for example lines 346-356.

Optional/General comments

Introduction part is shortened.
I's a nice research; hard work is seen in the literature. Short the introduction part if
possible.
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Reviewer’'s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
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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)



http://sciencedomain.org/journal/31
http://sciencedomain.org/journal/31
http://sciencedomain.org/journal/31
http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline

