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Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments Line 128. Need to explain or footnote “convexity”.Line 163. Illegible diagram is not professional.Lines 169-175. I felt a let-down here. Perhaps because itsounded like part of the Conclusion.Lines 180-182. It appears you are trying to tell ofpossible future investigation. However, the sentience is“run-on”.Overall, nice paper. It would be good if you could devotea paragraph or two to trades/options you took. Wassurprised not to see Klir referenced.

Convexity definition is given in preliminaries.Diagram is done again.Conclusion of the numerical example.Conclusion of the article. Rewritten.
Thank you Sir/Madam. Preliminaries are given.Zimmerman is used as reference.    klir is alsoadded.

Optional/General comments Line 143. It would be appropriate to elaborate on youroptions for ranking. Centroid ranking is given in preliminaries  someof the ranking methods available is alsomentioned.


