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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

-In the last paragraph of introduction put in “the section 3, in the section 4” instead of “in the section (iii), in the
section (iv)”.

-Sub section number 4.1.1. is not correct

-1 think that the sub-sections 4.2 and 4.3 concern the section 5 and the section 6;

- | suggest to the section 5 Summary replace by section 7 Conclusion

-in the page 2, subsection 2.1 line 2. .... with with (repeat twice time, remove the second with)

-Replace the symbol “ v” by “for all” all along this paper, for example in the theorem 2.9. in the theorem 2.12
- Remove “: “ atthe end of the title of section, subsection

- In the theorem 3.7 put “ vi; and v," instead of “ vi; and vj,”

-in page 5: Put on the page 6 the title of table 2

- in the page : Put on the page 8 the title of table 4

In page 11, subsection 4.1.2, fourth point, “ ... using theorem (??) ... “, the number of the theorem is missing.

- in the section References : the authors must format the list of references see references [5], [7], [14]

Optional/General comments

In my opinion, the present paper is publishable after making the various corrections mentioned in this reading report.
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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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