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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 
 

 
Absent 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Phrases such as ‘symptoms of illness’ or  ‘cure an illness’ do not appear appropriate for a 
physics journal. The following text corrections can be done:  
 
Page-2: Introduction, line-5 
‘This kind of activity ... symptoms of illness.’ to be replaced by  
‘This kind of activity is similar to explaining contradiction.’ 
 
Page-2: Introduction, line-8 
‘This kind of activity ... cure an illness.’ to be replaced by 
‘This kind of activity is similar to removing contradiction.’ 

The new phrases are: 
 
1. This kind of activity resembles attempts of an accountant who adds an 
artificial line to his report in order to balance it. 
 
2. This kind of activity resembles the work of an accountant who corrects 
erroneous lines that are included in his report. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
The paper can be accepted. 
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