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PART  2: 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. Please notice the space and punctuation usages 

throughout the whole paper, since it is difficult to 

understand and easily confused. 

2. Please rewrite Section 1, since many references cited, 

but not listed, and some are listed, but not cited. 

Furthermore, some cited references are not related 

with this article. 

3. Please ordered alphabetically by authors’ name in 

the part of Reference and express in the same 

written format. 

4. The mathematical derivations in Line 111 and 113 

are not all right. Thus the numerical result is 

questionable. Please derive carefully. 

5. The mathematical expressions in Line 123 and 131 

are wrong. 

6. Does  the solution exist uniquely? 

1. Done in the draft.  Thanks. 

 

 

2. Done in the draft.  Thanks. 

 

 

 

3. Reformatted in the draft.  Thanks. 

 

 

4. We have checked again for your 

satisfaction and they are correct.  

Thanks. 

5. Expression in Line 123(in original 

manuscript) made clear  and expression 

in line131 is correct.  Thanks. 

6. Yes.  It is shown in Fig. 1. 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

1.    Delete Line 97. 
2.   Line 138, revise ""to analyze" as "to be analyzed". 
3.  The mathematical expression in Line 142 and 149 are  

wrong. 
4.  Line 145, delete one word "minn". 
5.  Line 175, what is the meaning of "PJCR"? 

 1. We feel it should be there.  Thanks. 

2.  Revised in draft.  Thanks.  

3.  Corrected in draft.  Thanks. 

 

4.  Suggested change incorporated.  Thanks.  

5.  Explained in the corrected manuscript.     

Thanks. 
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