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Minor  REVISION 
comments 

 

Papers concerning history of science are always welcome. However, 
they have to be self-consistent. In this sense, all definitions of values of 
physical entities must be given within the text, before it is used. In 
Section 2, we find v, w, c, t_CW, t_CCW. But what is the meaning of 
each of the these letters? 
This question seems to be rhetorical, nevertheless previous definitions 
are indeed expected in any closed text. So, I suggest a minor change in 
the text of Section 2 to include such consideration. For instance, just 
after using "c", one would say: "where c stands for the speed of light". 
The figures may also be improved: the piece of pizza is an eye? If yes, 
make it clear. Or substitute it for an screen for the interference pattern. 
Where is the light source? 
Little misprints corrections are desired: in Section 3, the comma after 
...equalities (2),... must be replaced by an end. References must also be 
in the PSIJ standard (e.g.: Refs. numbers 2 and 3 have no end).  
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