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The manuscript is interesting and logically 
organized. Reading is clear, factually correct. I see 
that the main problem is that the text is too 
detailed and unnecessarily long. It contains very 
detailed derivations, which are appropriate rather 
into the Annex. For this reason, I recommend a 
considerable reduction in the text. 
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On the other hand, the manuscript has very short 
conclusion.  Only eight lines – the number of lines 
is very small compared to other length of the text. 
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