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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

The authors should describe how the equations are 

obtained, as well as specify the form in which the 

original data were obtained from the sources listed 

them 

 

Description on how equations were obtained 

was deemed too cumbersome and since it led to 

the work exceeding the maximum number of 

pages, it was dropped. We have in the body of 

the work reffered prospective readers to two 

sources -  cited literature 10 and 23, where the 

elaborate workings of the model can be found. 

However i will gladly provide this information if 

it is further required. thanks 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Additionally, it is desirable to convert the shape of 

the article to the generally accepted view, adding, for 

example, the section "Discussion". 

 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

A literature review and a list of references should be 

reduced by at least half. 

 

 

 

 


