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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
This work seems to be a continuation of a series of previous articles that follow the 
same line of study. In this sense, it seems reasonable to me to make some self-
citations but not in excess. Too many self-citations, as is the case, make the 
manuscript references impoverished. Some need to be removed and replaced with 
other references. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Typographical errors and orthography: 
- Introduction: Correct the following marked words, "Milky way", "supermassive" 
- Introduction: “In some sources, the lobes contain hotspots which is generally…” must be in 
plural, “In some sources, the lobes contain hotspots which are generally ..” 
- Place figure1 correctly. 
 
The nomenclature "theta-z plane" or "(P-z) data" can be misleading, as it looks like 
arithmetic nomenclature (Theta minus z). Replace it for example by eliminating the minus 
sign (-) 
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