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PART 1: Review Comments

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 The authors said in the abstract and the
REVISION conclusions that:” If the balance number is
comments greater than one, in general the MSE

method does not provide any solution. For
this case, we have established the
procedure in order to implement the MSE
method to solve NLEEs for balance
number two”.

This fact is not true. The authors do not
provide any new procedure, but he used
the same procedure which is called “the
modified simple equation method”
proposed in [35-39] and has been
corrected in the following paper:

A note on the modified simple equation
method applied to Sharma-Tasso-Olver
equation” Applied Mathematics and
Computation 218(2011) 3962-3964,
which not cited here.

There are a lot of papers used this method
where the balance number is greater than
one which are not cited here. I feel that
the authors have minimal idea about the
recent publications in this field because
there are a lot of published papers where
the balance number is two.

Further, the authors obtained some real
solutions and some complex solutions. In
physics the complex solutions have no
meaning.

Response: In this article, we have claimed that “If the date number is
greater than one, in general the MSE method doeprowide any solution
For this case, we have established the proceduoeder to implement thg
MSE method to solve NLEEs for balance number twmit the reviewer
comments that “This fact is not true. The authors do not provide any
new procedure, but he used the same procedure which is called “the
modified simple equation method” proposed in [35-39] and has been
corrected in the following paper:

A note on the modified simple equation method auplio Sharma-Tassq
Olver equation” Applied Mathematics and ComputatR#8(2011) 3962+
3964, which not cited here. There are a lot of papsed this method where
the balance number is greater than one which areited heré&

D

We do not agree with these comments of the reviewer. Perhaps the
reviewer did not get on to the specific contentlier by the MSE method
only two equations (see Ref. [47] and [48]) haverbsolved. One of which
the solution does not satisfy the equation anchéndther article there afe
instructions, which we have mentioned in our aetial the second paragraph
of introduction and highlighted by yellow colouru in this article, we
have solved the strain wave equation in microstinect solids whose thg
balance number is two by means of the MSE methatl reave given 3
complete guideline how one can solve other NLEE®mwkhe balance
number is two. By this time using this guideline have solved some other

NLEEs whose balance number is two.

On the other hand, the reviewer in his report defedhat There are a lot
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of papers used this method where the balance number is greater than
one which is not cited here.” This is completely a misinformation; we
strongly oppose to this statement of the reviewih. now only two
equations are solved by the MSE method whose badanember is two an
in the revised manuscript we have cited these ttvdes. If there are lots g
papers used this method where the balance numbeo,svhy the reviewe
did not mention a few of them as example?

Interestingly the reviewer claims thdtféel that the authors have minimal
idea about the recent publications in this field because there are a lot of
published papers where the balance number is two”.

We think that, the reviewer has minimal idea abloalance number an
different methods to examine exact solitary wavetsams. We would like
to say strongly that, lots of NLEEs have been sblwbhose balance numbg
is two by other methods, likdG’/G)-expansion method, exp-functig
method, tanh-function method, Adomian decompositi@ihod, sine-cosin
method etc., NOT by MSE method.

We agree to the last comment of the reviewer; iysigs complex solution

have no meaning. In the revised manuscript, we hexweritten the solutions

and avoid the complex solutions.
In the revised manuscript, the grammatical and typographical errors have
also been corrected thoroughly.

The revised manuscript has been submitted to the journal. We look
forward to your positive response.
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