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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 main problem of this manuscript are the 

substitutions on lines 106 and 107. Since the 

difference equations are coupled, you can not 

substitute one into (2.2) and the other into (2.3). 

This (error)  implies many other errors: 

In line 110 α12= α21=1, and furthermore (2.6)-(2.8) 

are changed, and (2.9)-(2.11) must be changed. 

Section 2.2.2 : (2.14) exists only if φ=ϴ and α1≠α2 , 

etc. Also (2.19) and (2.20) is not OK… Also in Fig. 2.1 

α12= α21=1, etc. 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 
like in line 98 begin with small n1,t+1 and introduce in 

line 106 (107)   

n1,t+1=(1/ a1) N1,t+1, etc. 

For all mathematical symbols use Equation letters. E.g. 

use  and not t. Also use the same size of fonts and 
indices. In line 322 change   ,  and  with 
e.g.   ,  and  (or something similar), since 
you already defined   and . In line 332 change 

 with  (do the same in Table 3.1). 
Could you use different width (and/or  style) of 
lines (besides colors)  in Figure 3.1? Did you 
chose the parameters listed in line 365? Are they 
converging to (1.00,0.27,0.80)? In line 372 change 
one (1) with 1. In line 378 change Mathematical 
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with Mathematica. 
 

Optional/General comments 

 

Like suggested in Compulsory REVISION comments try 

to rewrite the paper (up to conclusions) and take 

care to Figures like 3.1 (you can add some more 

numerical examples). The topic is interesting . 
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