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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
1.Notations and symbols are to be defined. 
 
2.How the equations 1(a) and 1(b) are framed? Mention the steps in detail and give a 
clear explanation. 
 
3.Explain in details about the steps in getting eq(9). 
 
4.In section 3.1, how the values are chosen? Any restrictions over the selection of 
values?  
 
5.Any other set of values, will they satisfy section 3.1? 
 
6. In Results and discussion part, a comparison study and effect of some parameters 
on amplitude has been made.  
But what your are conveying from the above comparison and effect of some 
parameters apart from saying increasing or decreasing? 
Any new information are you conveying? If so, kindly discuss that too .It will be 
helpful for all the readers. 
 
7.Language could have been better 
 
8.Still more a detailed explanation is required in all the sections  
 
9.Methodology of solving to be clearly  defined. 
 
10.Kindly refer and add more recent journals ( 2018-2020 ) in reference 
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