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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
In the abstract of the work, I suggest change the phrase Today, many data available by 
Over the past few years, many data available. 
 
In the introduction the authors explain the motivation of your propose that are based in 
stark broadening parameters, line width and shift, this measurement are of the field from 
astrophysical. However, the authors not include citations about the measurement of these 
parameters in the astrophysical field to show what the relevance and importance of your 
results in relation these measurements in the general relativity, for example. 
 
I believe that the authors must include and consider the commentaries make. Moreover, to 
try includes some discussions about the nucleosynthesis theory, because the work, talk 
about the chemical elements. 
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