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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 
 

The Right side of (1) and (2) are the same.  Both equations can not be correct 
There are questions about the derivation that need more complete explanations. 
Figures 1 , 2a and 2b are non-linear 
There are typos in the derivation that should be fixed 
Please see the manuscript 
This was ignored.  Why? 

 

Minor REVISIoN comments 
 

Rearrange introduction as indicated in manuscript. 
There is an unstated mechanism used here with lots of similar abbreviations.  
 Explaining the model and better definie the various rate constants would help put 
This work on context. 
I felt like I came in during the middle of the discussion. These changes would help me better 
understand how this fits with previous research. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Replace symbols like < , >, etc with words 
I don’t think the title matches the results.  How can the intrinsic rate be faster than diffusion? 
This will be easier for the reader to follow 
I do not understand the notation used in the least squares fits.  I assume this is my lack of 
knowledge about notation used in this field,  but it should be changed to standard notation if it 
isn’t. 
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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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