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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 REVISION comments 
 

 
 
To validate the calculations, it is recommended that the authors may look into available 
data of some known incidences of meteorite impact on the surface of the earth and 
compare them with the expected value of falling time obtained in their calculations. 
 
 

 
 
All coments are taken into consideration in the revised version, see 
please the highlighted parts. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
The main problem with this article is that the calculations are basically undergraduate level 
exercise/research, although these seem to be correct. I did not check the calculations, but I 
find that the equations derived here has the conventional appearance, hence I assume 
them to be correct. If ARJOM publishes undergraduate research, then this paper may be 
accepted for publication. 
 

 
 
All coments are taken into consideration in the revised version, see 
please the highlighted parts. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 

 
All coments are taken into consideration in the revised version, see please 
the highlighted parts. 
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