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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 1. Page 2, line 77, Eq. (6). How realistic is it to 

take the the flux across a cross–section of the 
tube 
as varying with e iβt

 

2. What consequences for flow performance 
of blood could one physically expect from 

imaginary part of e iβt ? 

3. It is not understood, why authors have 
compared effects of two types of input with a 
completely different input convergent and 
divergent profile and how it gives confidence on 
the analytical solution proposed in the paper? 

1 In furtherance of research and knowledge, it is 

expected we build on the shoulders (i.e. the 

foundational works) of research giants. This work is 

built on [8]. Therefore, the flux is as realistic as it is 

in [8]. Your advice will be highly welcomed as it will 

help to improve the quality of this work. 

2 The flow is expected to be oscillatory. 

3 As stated earlier, this work is built on [8]. [8]

noticed that flow separation occurred in all the 

geometries. In comparison, we saw this, too. We are 

confident of the analytic solutions here, in as much 

as they worked in [8]. Please,  advice us Minor REVISION comments The work has many typos and grammatical mistakes 
that must be 
corrected! For 
example  see 

1.   Line 120 and 121 
2.   Line 152 
3.   Line 187 
4.   Line 218 

These have been taken care of.  
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