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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 

 

Abstract of the manuscript is very short and it is not 

sufficiently reliable. I can recommend its substantial 

expansion. I cannot see Figure 1 in the text.  I can also 

recommend the extension references of some high 

quality articles in journals with impact factor. Nine 

references is very little for a quality article. It is obvious 

that the authors have written an article in a quality 

editor, which is suitable for mathematical texts. 

 

The abstract was altered substantially. As you 

see, the current abstract is more detailed and 

specific. To make the area of Figure 1 clearer,  a 

box was put around it. Five references   in 

journals with high impact factor was added.  

Minor REVISION comments 

 

The titles of some figures are aligned at the left edge of 

the page and the titles of other figures are centered. The 

source used under figures is not (for example: “Source: 

own research”).  Content of pages 107 and 108 is very 

drawn out, I recommend to merge it into one page. 

 

 

 

I believe that the titles will be aligned 

appropriately by the talented editor of this 

journal. Figure 5 and figure 6 are placed in page 

106 now by aligning the two graphs of figure 6 

and figure 7 horizontally.  

Optional/General comments 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


