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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 
 

 
Page 1, under abstract, in third line, hadron and theory need to be separated. 
Same page, under introduction, 7

th
 line, proton and in need to be separated. 

Second paragraph, last line, as is illustrated, can be better if it is reflected as, as it 
is illustrated.  
Third paragraph, author could have elaborated more on how classical mechanics 
is not following the said assumption. 
Under reference part, alphabetical arrangements needs to reconsider and also the 
alignments. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
There are grammatical errors like spaces between the words not properly done. 
This may be due to the manuscript format but author can always look over it. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Generally, the article looks fine but to me as researcher, I found references too 
less. With minimal references, the end users may not be that credible. 
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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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