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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Reviewer’s comments 

1. Please check English presentation throughout the manuscript. 

2. Please revise the abstract. It is not clear some part. 

3. Is it possible to give new presentation in section “Introduction”? 

4. In Introduction section, would it be possible to link/compare/tell the different 

between the literature and the authors’ approach. 

5. Please give more details in Table 1. 

6. Please check some parameters in Table 1, they did not appear in equation (1). 

7. Please give more details of ICER (e.g., sign of ICER, meaning of ICER). 

8. Please check that the authors mention all tables and figures in the results. 

9. The results should be explained and summarized in a professional way. 
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