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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

Please, try to state the reason(s) that informed this comparison of these two
methods, while did you not compare other multi-step methods, like Nytrom and
Milne-simpson?

Minor REVISION comments

1.Why did you use the steps k=3 and 4, state the reason.
2. State the meanings of D and C as used in you methodology in equation (1)
also, define h.

Optional/General comments

Generally, this work is a well organised work, it is highly recommendable. If these points
raised are addressed, | believe the work will highly be education and inspiring to up coming
researchers.
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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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