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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. For readers, it is difficult to imagine what pendulum system equations (1)-(4) 1. Done in paper.

represent. The reviewer believes that the authors should add a figure that describes
a dynamic system in equations (1)-(4).

2. Done in paper.
2. In equations (1)-(4), x, phi, u, and v seem to be important. Please explain what X,

phi, u, and v are in the manuscript.
3. Done in paper.

3. It is hard to follow the derivation of equation (30) from equations (26)-(29). Please

add some explanations of derivation of equation (30).
4. | can't integrate some figures into one figure because if | do this suggestion,

4. The reviewer believes that the authors should reduce the number of figures. The the figure will coincide completely and does not show the effect of the
authors can integrate some figures into one figure. For instance, Figure 4 has 4 parameters.
subfigures, and the first 3 subfigures can be integrated into one figure.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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