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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

The paper contains some interesting results which 

are not well presented.  

1. Figure 1 is not visible and should be re-

plotted. 

2. Equation (1) is not understandable .  

3. Equations  (2)-(4) seem to be written by “cut 

and paste”. All equations should be re-

written.  

 

 

 

1. I have re-plotted Figure 1. It is a lot clearer 

2. 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. I used 

Microsoft office equation editor to type the 

equations and did not do “cut and paste”  

3. Thank you for observations  
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