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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 

 

 

 

Report on “Bianchi Type-III magnetized perfect Fluid 

Space-Time-----------------“ 

        I have carefully gone through the above titled 

ms.And submit the following points: 

(1)  The title should be changed as “ Bianchi Type-

III magnetized perfect fluid Cosmological 

model---------“ 

(2) The presence of magnetic field in the universe 

is almost negligible and in such case what is 

the importance of the model 

(3) Why should any body consider time varying 

cosmological constant and what is its 

importance in the present scenario of 

accelerated expansion of the universe 

(4) They have assumed an adhoc mathematical 

relation  
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(5) How do they reconcile with physical discussion 

(6) They should come out with clear motivation 

why they are considering  this metric only 

(7) Unless they address the above points this is a 

routine graduate exercise 
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