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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 line 16: concerning the table of nomenclature, the parameter R is not well define 1. Changed as suggested and highlighted.

line 119: equation 4 is not correct 2. ltis the reduced form of equation 3 after neglecting the higher order

line 127: equation 7 most be transformed to justify the curve 4 terms.

3. ltis the original equation; however curve 4 depicts modified form of
the equation.

Minor REVISION comments Line 122: the link between equation 5 and the curve 3 is not really clear 1. The equation 5 depicts the simplest representation for understanding
Line 123: The slope that should be used to determine the Deff cannot be actually find from of the complex equation of diffusivity which helps in determining the
the curve (In MR versus t). | think they should fit that curve with a linear model constant parameters.

They should add one curve showing the fitting of the experimental data with the Andeson- 2. Fitting of experimental data with the predicted one is shown in figure
Pebis model 5.
Optional/General comments This paper is original and can improve the development of human been
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feedback here)
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