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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 topic addressed is interesting, however,
the Figures are not professional and
motivations are really unclear. Besides, it is
not evident where are real novelties in
comparison to the standard theory.

I would like to ask authors to rewrite
carefully their paper, to address properly the
problem, comparing their results with
standard findings if any.

I look forward to read the revised version.

The author addressed the issue by adding
text that supports the novelty and
motivation.

The author also compared the findings
against a standard commercial source
and thus explained the novelty of the
study, in lines, 232 to 234

Minor REVISION comments
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