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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 
 

Text have few mistakes in the manuscript, which are given below. 
1. Page 2 ---[4], [5].  ---[4, 5]. 
2. Page 4. ---elementary particle. But masses--- 

Change as --- elementary particle but masses--- 
3. Page 4. --- fractional charge. But without success. 

Change as --- fractional charge but without success. 
4. Page 14. But the neutron mass--- 

It is not correct to start a sentence with a word like “but”. So change as 
The neutron mass--- 

5. Page 18, line above E. (18). --- exchange , the--- 
Comma is far away. So change as 
--- exchange, the--- 

6. Page 21, line below Eq. (88). (Where 
Why a bracket before the word “Where”? 

7. Page 28, line below Eq. (105). (Here--- 
Why a bracket before the word “Here”? 

8. In references, some author’s names are with starting surname. In some other starting with name. 
They should be uniform. 
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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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