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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-Authors can apply my proposed table in the page 3 of them manuscript to all mathematical equations.  
2-I think no need they use first letter of “sin” and “cos” as capital letter.  
3-I think using  and  and etc. will be confusing for readers. Better they replace  and  and … instead 
of them. 
4-All “Equation” and “Equations” in the text need to change “equation” and “equation”. (No need you use 
Capital letter for equation.) 
5-When your new line starting with Capital letter don’t forget to use stop point “.” before it.  
6- Quality of "Figures" are very low. They can replace high quality Figures. 
7-I cannot see any newly published paper inside them references list! Just I can see one paper from 2018! 
Authors need to update the Reference list. 
8- I think manuscript need to English grammar checking. 
9- For more comments please see the manuscript. I putted few comments on the manuscript.  
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