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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

Minor REVISION comments

The paper is very readable, but in some places the English should be improved. Examples
are:

(line 35) The phrase "Based on this consideration” is unnecessary.

(lines 97-100) “Insult, though... ... pointed out.” Is not a complete sentence.
(lines 343, 345) It is not conventional to begin a sentence with a numeral. The words
“twenty” and “two” should be substituted.
The author writes in the first person voice
person.
If possible, a person who is very proficient in technical English should proofread the paper.

occasionally. It is conventional to use the third

Optional/General comments

These problems are very minor. | find no fault with the conception, method, statistical
analysis, or interpretations advanced in the paper.
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