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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 

 

1. The manuscript lacks  theoretical basis for 

the work that justifies the title 

For  instance, the authors show how  came by 

the block method  at value k=4 and of order 8 

2.       Different authors in the literature have use 

used similar arguments as  the authors and have 

chosen different values  for  x  and i  to get 

different orders for their block method so I 

expect the authors to start from a generalization  

to their  particular order 

3.  In the conclusion the authors compare their 

work to those of  [3], [4] and [9] and conclude 

that theirs is better. 

Even though I could not access [3] and [4], a look 

at [9] shows that the authors of [9] used 10 

decimal places for their work while the current 

Authors use 15 and sometimes 14 decimal 

places. The decimal places should be uniform 

for meaningful comparison 

 

 

Plagarism issue; Authors should check Badamus et 
al. (2014) for similarity in some of the paragraghs 
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