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Minor REVISION comments 

 

There were few grammatical and clerical errors found. 

The methods of gathering data such as height and 

diameter which are inputs to the equation is not 

discussed. How the author collected important data? No 

question for the model/equation used… The researchers 

should mention data gathering procedures not just 

presenting the equation. 

This has been taken care of Thanks a lot 

Optional/General comments 

 

The variable given/used such as H and D in the equations 

should be defined. I know its height and diameter but for 

non-mathematical thinking readers, its mind torturing. 

 

 

 

This has also been corrected 

 


