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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 1.How can the layout of the text be so messy? You need 

to re-type the full text. 
 
2.It is suggested to use the Origin instead of the excel 
format to draw the figure in the text. Only the figure 
drawn by using Origin can be in line with the format 
requirements for academic papers. 

 
3.There are be 4 keywords instead of the current three. 
 
4. It seems that online pages are used as the references 
currently. It is better use journal papers as the 
reference of academic papers and for some individual 
academic papers, the web can be used as reference. 
 
5. The connotation of Erel in formula 1 should be 
described. 

It is unclear how the layout can be messy, 
because it is presented in electronic form. 
We can not understand how many 
keywords should be 
The authors gratefully accept the referee's 
recommendation on the use of new 
software, but it is not possible to master it 
for the period provided by the editors for 
the modification of the article. In the 
future, the authors will necessarily learn 
how to use it 
The designation is explained in the text of 
the article 
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