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Minor REVISION comments 

 

Author should cite the references using the BJMCS 

reference style and make sure all the references are all 

cited in the paper. 

 

 

 

We have put the references in alphabetical order, 

and used the abbreviations suggested in the link, 

although not every journal was found on the list. 

All references are cited.  
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The author(s) have done well.   

 

They address the question about the longest of these 

waiting times. In particular, we evaluate the moments of 

the longest waiting time. 

 

The paper is well written and easy to understand by 

others who are not expert in this subject area. 

Also, the paper is appropriate for the generally 

knowledgeable individual working in the field. 

 

The paper is acceptable if author(s) can improve the 

technical quality of the paper and arrange the references 

according to BJMCS format. 

 

We have used the Tex template and style of 

BJMCS as suggested. 

 

 


