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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Very little is known about dark energy [1-4]. Seems incomplete sentence, please elaborate??

It was Albert Einstein (1917),in ad hoc consideration, ?ad hoc is not proper word, einstein has not taken any ad-hoc decision. It was a well thought consideration

In all cases, their linear sizes jut into intergalactic media. It has been observed that their radio luminosity is in excess of[image: image2.png]10 W



at[image: image4.png]5 GHz



 frequency. Please correct notations and language

The correlation coefficient, [image: image6.png]


is good , Please qualify what r is good???

Please see the comment about radio galaxies and quasars in mentioned paper (*)

the assumption of similarity in the D–P dependences for radio galaxies and quasars (cf. Kapahi 1987; Gopal-Krishna and Kilkarni 1992), or modelling the cosmological evolution of the radio sizes of radio galaxies and quasars at a fixed luminosity (cf. Singal 1993), are likely to be applicable only above zc. Furthermore, estimating the D–z relationship over some luminosity ranges (e.g.Barthel and Miley 1988) still leaves some residual luminosity effects. Some of these flaws have been pointed out by Neeser et al. (1995). A more plausible wayout of these problems is given in the rest of this section. 
( Luminosity Selection Effects and Linear Size Evolution in the Quasar/Galaxy Unification Scheme. Ubachukwu Anyaegbunam Augustine, Jemima Ngozi Ogwo, DOI: 10.1071/P97012, Australian Journal of Physics, Jan1998,* )

There are some flaws in PD diagram  and  have been pointed out by Neeser, M. J. Eales, S. A., Law-Green, J. D., Leahy, J. P. and Rawlings, S. (1995). Astrophys. J. 451, 76. 

Please elaborate the mentioned flaw that has been addressed in this paper

So, equation (11) tells us that as long as the source components; namely, the jets and the lobes are not held by gravity and following statement seems contradictory

Reason for difference between extended quasars and CCS
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Also, gravity is more pronounced within a typical galaxy than within the intergalactic medium; so, space expansion is expected to yield little or no positive result in the source luminosity.

We also obtain [image: image11.png]


 data (Figures 5) for the more compact (CSS) radio-loud quasars in our sample. Results of the linear regression show good correlation with coefficient given as[image: image13.png]


.

The results establishes that the observed universal space-time expansion may pose a threat to the luminosities of the more extended radio-loud quasars. (Needs more elaboration resolving all flaws in D-P theory of quasars and CCS )

Needs proper formatting and corrections in English as mentioned in para 1
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