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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

None, thisis an excellent manuscript that is thought
provoking, contemporary and very original.

Thanks.

Minor REVISION comments

Page 2, should the reference be to orders of magnitude
not order?

Thanks for pointing out this error. [ have made
the correction.

Optional /General comments

The mathematics and thinking is very compelling. Didn’t
you ever wonder why the critical density that you
obtained as well as the Lambda CDM model is varies only
by about 2pi or 4 pi from the Eddington assumption of 1
proton per m”-3?

Also, what is the actual correlation coefficient between
your imaginary and real curve in Figure 3. The
implications if the two are strongly negative are very
Significant.

There is a relation between the imaginary and
real curves. However, the relation is not a
straight line and I do not think there is any
significant implication.
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