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correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

The following corrections are suggested: 

 

1. In abstract, remove sub headings:  

Aim:, Methodology:, Results:, and Conclusion: 

2. Line 10, remove (ARIAL, BOLD, 11 FONT, LEFT 

ALIGNED, CAPS).  

3. Line 45, use the word “order” instead of “other” 

4. Equation (1), use bigger font to make it clear. 

5. Use small letter w in “Where” in lines 90, 105 

6. Write ref [18] in line 143 appropriately. 

7. Write ref [17] in line 154 appropriately. 

 

1. The template for the paper I downloaded from 

the science domain site was in Microsoft office 

compatibility format (that is either 97-2003 or 

2007 word document) so I had to convert my 

article file which was a 2010 word document to 

97-2003 word document  so the equations 

appeared as pictures. I have stepped it up again 

to 2010 so the equations are clearer now. 

2. I added a little more to the paper which is 

highlighted in red. This has also affected the 

arrangement of the lines. Also one more 

reference was included that i.e [11] 

3.  I have made your corrections which are 

highlighted in yellow. 
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