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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 
 

 
 

1. Add recent references of work done in the same filed (At least up to 2020) 
2. From Table 2 and 3 p values of SRGM and Chen SRGM are almost identical 

then how Chen SRGM is different than others 
3. Table 5 and 7 shows  ν having major effect on sensitivity. But it is not 

considered and behavior of model is remained unexplained  

 
 

1. This has been noted and corrected 
2. The p-values are similar in Table 2 and 3 because of the similarity in 

the assumed parameters. The goal in that section was to specifically 
explore how parameter estimation works on the models and not which 
model performs better than the other. The comparison between which 
model does better was explored in the model selection criteria in 
Table 4 and 5 

3. Thank you for this input, it has been noted and duly corrected 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Few typographical correction is required 
2. Proper formatting to be done  

 
 

 
1. This has been noted and duly corrected 
2. 2 This has been noted and duly corrected 

Optional/General comments 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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