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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

The Algorithms should be described with higher 

rigour, from the mathematical point view. That is, a 

quantitative description instead of a qualitative 

description. 

 

The input and output parameters for algorithms 

should be clarified. 

 

Figures 1 and 2 have vertical axis with mixed up 

unit’s % and dB, please use independent axis.  

 

Figures 3, 4 and 5 have poor quality and their axis 

names are missing.  Please use vector graphics and 

name properly the vertical and horizontal axis. 

 

The bibliographical cites must be in ascendant order. 

 

Please rewrite some paragraphs which are very 

difficult to read. Also check some spelling and 

grammatical errors. i.e. “3. The proposed algorithms 

and experiments results” 

 

We rearranged the paper totally. We put 

flowcharts and detailed explanation about the 

steps and the experiments and the results. All 

the algorithms rewritten in a sufficient way and 

we fixed all the typos in the Psudocodes.   

 
We reviewed the paper with New Mexico Tech 

writing centre and modified all language 

mistakes. 

Minor REVISION comments   

Optional/General comments   

 


