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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 1. The novelty of  the paper is improved
2. The introduction is weak.
3. The author should be more explain the

problem.
4. In section 2.3, t(0) is $t_0$

, similar to t(f) is $t_f$.
5. The conclusion id brief.

6. The results should be explained more than before.

- Each of the valuable comments raised bythe reviewer has been addressedaccordingly.
- A few notations have been changed inthe revised paper to improve its contentand readability.
- Overall the entire manuscript has beenthoroughly revised for any typos andvalidity of content.
- Fig. 1 has also been plotted to make itclearer and in line with the associatedchanges in notation in the text andnotations in the manuscript.

Minor REVISION comments
Optional/General comments


