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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

I may opinion the paper is nicely written, but | recommend that the authors review
the some typos that | destalked in red.

Minor REVISION comments

Beyond this, | believe that some references must be included, as to know:

A. A. Penzias and R. W. Wilson, A Measurement of excess antenna temperature
at 4080-Mc/s, Astrophys.

However, the motivation to the authors include more reference is to done compare your
studies with the literature and datas presented to below:

Planck Collaboration, N. Aghanim et al., Planck 2018 results. VI. Cosmological
parameters. [arXiv:1807.06209]

Planck Collaboration and P. A. R. Ade \textslet al}., Astron. Astrophys.

A. G. Riess{\it et al.} [Supernova Search Team],
Observational evidence from supernovae for an accelerating universe and a
cosmological constant, Astron.\ J.\ {\bf 116}, 1009 (1998)
doi:10.1086/300499 [astro-ph/9805201].

In summary, | recommend that this studies must be included in the paper as motivation for
your study's.

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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