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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 
 

 
-The name of the axis of figure 1 is not well defined. 
-In term of Mathematical expression, it is good to use the format as example here:  
A(t)=(x-2){3x[x(2x+1)-(x+a)(x-1)]} rather than )=(x-2)(3x(x(2x+1)-(x+a)(x-1))). 
-Write correctly the index of parameter. For example C2 rather than C2 
-Add the abbreviation of RW= rent warehouse, and OW= own warehouse 
-Put in parentheses in section 3.1 the abbreviation HC, OC, and DC. For example: The holding cost (HC). 
-Equation 13, 16, 19, and 22 seems not necessary. 
-in Equation 23, we should mention that it is derived from డ்஼ଵ

డ௧ೢ
	= 0 or other term?  

-I do not to what extend the writer means about the left hand side of equation 24. 
-For the proof of Lemma 3, it seems that g'(t) is not derived from g(t) because in g(t) we have ℎ௥ +  while in g'(t) we ߚܿ
have ℎ௥ +  .ߙܿ
-In addition to table 2, it is great to show the result in Graph. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Overall, the paper is ok. However, the results should contain some graph presentation to ease the readers to well 
understand. In addition, the recent biography should be added. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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