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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The topic of the research is attractive, practical, and contemporary.  
A nicely written paper, well-organized, streamlined, and fully supported.  
The abstract is good, it represents the paper in its parts.  
Keywords are acceptable  
The introduction and background are appropriate, with good organization of thoughts, and 
streamlined ideas. The paper used relevant and updated references. 
The flow of mathematical equations’ presentation and reasoning is smooth and clear. 
 The objective of the paper is achieved from the mathematical reasoning point of view. Though 
the practical/numerical simulation is clear, it is highly recommended that the authors add a 
more elaborate explanation of the implications to both kinds of industries proposed for the 
model. 
Minor proofreading is needed 
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