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the manuscript and highlight that part in the
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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable? 3. Yes, the abstract of the article is comprehensive

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 4. Yes, The subsections and structures are appropriate
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 5. The manuscript is scientifically correct

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 6. The references are sufficient

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

1.The manuscript is very clear and technically sound

2. Yes, the title of the article is suitable.

Minor REVISION comments English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications

1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Optional/General comments In the proof of the theorem 3.1, case 1, itis given that ‘since Sis ay,; — set, it must have at
least (2n+5) / 5 vertices. Here it will be clear, if the explanation is given. It is repeated in all
the cases of theorems 3.4, ... The explanation is not sufficient

In theorem 3.10, proof -4" line- V[T(F,)] should be replaced by V[T(W,)]
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