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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   

Minor REVISION comments 

 
In this paper, the author tries to use an approach to 
explain the slowing down acceleration of our 
universe expansion. The author claims that the 
existence of tachyonic particles can explain the 
observed slowing down acceleration and provide a 
natural solution to the origin of dark energy, in 
agreement with observational data. 
 
It is an interesting trial, even though it is simple. 
But there are some points to be clarified: 

1- the widely accepted view is that of the 
speeding-up acceleration and not a slowing 
down acceleration scenario on which the 
author is based to propose his trial. The 
author should explain this and mention 
more related recent results challenging the 
first one.  

2- The author should give more attention 
(discussion) to the possibility of the 
comparison of his results with the data 
obtained from CMB. 

3- The English of the paper should be 
improved. In fact, there are some 
expressions throughout the text such as: 

1. I have put more references to explain this. 

 

2. I have already mentioned the possibility of the 

comparison of the results with data from CMB in 

the discussion.  

 

3. Thanks for your suggestions. I have made the 

changes accordingly. 
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“…there are plenty of theoretical 
researches show (showing) that…”   

 
,“…….particles is just exceed (exceeding) the …” 
 
Conclusion: the paper can be published in the PSIJ 
after these improvements are done. 

Optional/Generalcomments   

 

 


