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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

I suggest the complete development
containing algebraic manipulation to
perform the numerical analysis must be
included in one paper that would be the
“main paper” (maybe the paper submitted to
BJMCS). The changes to be done in the main
paper to perform the second analysis must be
included in the second paper with a special
attention to a complementary revision in the
literature (paper to PRRI). On the other hand,
one paper could be used to include both
analyses as the second suggestion.
Furthermore, a carefully revision in
equations must be done because equation
(25) is missing in the paper of BJMCS and
equation (23) is missing in that of PRRI.
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