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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 
 

The article contains an excessive number of references to literature / 48 titles /. The 
presentation of the material is mainly conducted in descriptive, textual form. 
Consistent mathematical analytics is not properly represented. Certain known and 
general formulas are declared. 
Marked gives the article a abstract character and leads to an unjustifiably large 
volume / 26 pages /. 
Illustrations and tables are presented systematically in an orderly, harmonious form, 
which indirectly indicates the reliability of the proposed material. 
Respecting the author's right to his own vision of the task, I think it possible to 
publish the article in the author's version. 
 

To make the paper a self-contained tutorial, we included known general 
formulas and made certain redundancies that made the paper 
somewhat lengthy. 
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