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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 many inaccuracies and mistakes. Here are some of them:

1. Formulas (3), (4) do not agree with (2);

2. The matrix multiplication AX in formula (6) is incorrect;

3. Taylor series in line 92 is written incorrectly;

4. A largevariety of parameters b, ¢, d, e, g, h, i, j, k, which appear in line 105, are not
defined. Why is it exactly the 6e?

There are also some questions on the numerical implementation:

1. According to the author, the proposed method has an accuracy of 6,51x10~.
So what's the sense of writing down the figures over the 5th digitafter the point in
the decimal notation in the ans?

Thus, in Table 1the values,obtained by the author's method, are compared with the
previously incorrect values(supposedly exact). Such a comparison is absurd.

2. The numerical values of the exact solution in Problem 1 are calculated incorrectly.

Minor REVISION comments

It is necessary to introduce such notations, under which the formulas will be less
cumbersome

Optional/Generalcomments

1. A lot of errors make it difficult to read and evaluate the paper.
2. The presentation should be logically consequent and mathematically strict.
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