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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     

     
I    do    not    think    revisions    are    necessary    although    I    would     

conclude that    the    manuscript    has    low    readability,    which   

 makes    comprehension    somewhat    difficult    and    as    such   

 the    readership    of    this    article    will    only    be    for    very   

 technical    people.       

    

         

     

Minor  REVISION    comments     

     
  

Optional/General  comments     

     
The  article    has    very    good    overview    of    the    Lie    group.    I     

believe  the    comparable    study    done    in    section    7    was    very   

 useful.    It    was    demonstrated    that    their    methodology   

 works    on    G2    but    it    was    not    clear    if    the    author    is    suggesting   

 that    their    methodology    failed    to    yield    information    about   

 how    to    understand    F4.       If    so,    what    is    the    reason    for    this    to   

 occur?    The    author    suggests    that    they    would    need    to    do    a   

 more    generalization    of    procedure,    which    was    never   

 clearly    defined.        It    is    not    clear    whether    they    were   
 referring    to    the    Weyl    procedure    or    not.     
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