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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

The subject is very interesting. Introductions well documented, with recent bibliographic
references. The chapter of the material and method has been presented correctly and in
detail and the results were adequately presented in relation to the clearly defined
objectives.

Thank you very much for the reviewer for his/her time and effort revising
our manuscript. All valuable comments will be taken into consideration and
the manuscript will be modified as recommended.

Minor REVISION comments

It is recommended to use the equation editor in some cases:

Point 1:

Point 2:

Point 3:

Point 4:

Point 5:

Point 6: In equation 1 there is Pnf and in the explanation Pnf; requires
uniformity

Point 7: In equation 1 there is Png and in the explanation PnQ; requires
uniformity

Point 8: Depending on the correction at point 6 and point 7, the correction to point 8 is
recommended

Point 9:

Point 10:

Point 11:

Point 12:

Point 13:

Point 14:

Point 15:

Point 16:

Point 17:

Point 18:

Point 19:

Point 20:

Point 21:

Point 22:

Point 23:

Equations were already written using the egn. editor but in an external blank
word file then copied into the manuscript. It seemed like a picture. This is
because the "Insert —Equation" option in the paper template was inactive and
couldn't be inserted directly into the manuscript.

Point 1: lonic form corrected.

Points 2-5: lonic forms modified.

Points 6, 7 and 8: Done, all equations' terms were unified. (egn. 1, 2 and 3)
Points 9, 10 and 11: lonic forms and the confusing sentence were deleted.
Points 12, 13: lonic forms were deleted.

A clearer Scheme 1 was included (page 6).

Points 14 - 24: lonic forms deleted and replaced by their names.

Qotional/General comments
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