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Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

 

Algorithm 2.1, on Step 5 is not understandable 

(typing mistake ?) . 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Third line on page 105  R(x-y).1 ?   (typing mistake ?) 

1. Last line before Algorithm 2.1 is changed  to: 

“Section 2 may be summarized in the following 

algorithm.” 

2. Algorithm 2.1, Step 5.  By Crammer’s rule, it is well known that we 

get nontrivial solutions of system (2.14) provided that 

  

(2.15) which is a polynomial in . So, the Step 5 in Algorithm 

2.1 is changed  to: 
 Find roots of the polynomial (2.15)  in which they are 

eigenvalues of problem (1.1). 
 

 

This statement is true, because we need to make the 

inequality in fourth line on page 105. 
Optional/General comments 

 

 

 

Better presentation of Algorithm 2.1  

 

 

 
Algorithm 2.1 is corrected. 

 

 


