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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 conclusion of the manuscript is too short for such a 

long article and it is necessary to extend it substantially. 

In all formulas, expressions that can take some values, 

would be written in italic manner in mathematical text. 

Article has a good structure and its content is interesting. 

It will have a publishable form after minor adjustments. 

Some adjustments have been performed on the 

relevant paragraphs to the conclusion. We hope 

it becomes more clear. 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Why is the “new” with a small letter “n” in the title of the 

paper? Sources used are not listed below the table and 

figures, for example: “Source: own research”. The formula 

(4) has its number directly beside itself. No gap is 

between the number of chapter 3.3 and its title. 

In the new draft, these mentioned errors have 

been fixed. 

Optional/General comments   

 


