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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 
 

 
1. The referencing is very poor. 
2. Why did the author choose the specific value of the Hubble constant = 71.0 

(km/sec)/Mpc rather than any other value such as 65 or 73? 
3. In a revised version of their manuscript, authors must include a discussion section, 

which is now unaddressed and may be called "Discussion and conclusions". The 
implications of the current study should also be clearly presented. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
I have reviewed the manuscript (MS) “The distances between, and the formation times of, 
the galaxies” submitted for possible publication in International Astronomy and 
Astrophysics Research Journal and found that the results are novel and deserve 
publication following minor revisions. The present work aims to determine various distance 
(Da, Do, Dm) between GZ galaxy and the MW galaxy.  
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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