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 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 

 

I found a dense and robust paper, very well reasoned and grounded.  
The topics follow each other clearly, and each proposed result was demonstrated 

or justified.  

The objectives listed at the beginning of the text were being achieved in a natural 

way.  
In conclusion, I consider an excellent job, from a technical viewpoint.  

Highly recommended for publication, as it is valuable contribution. 

 

Minor REVISION 

comments 

 

In page 4, [T(Xh, Yh)]h , and others... Lacked close parenthesis here, is not it? 

 

In page 7, last paragraph: ... it SUFFICES to compute...  the spelling “sufficies” me seems 

incorrect. 

 

In page 11, formulas (50) and (53), the same problem with parenthesis mentioned on 

page 7. 

 

Optional/General 

comments 

 

I'm having trouble answering this question because I could not access all the papers 

cited in the references. At the same time, the author does not claim for itself the idea as 

original and revolutionary. 

 

 
 

Reviewer Details: 

 

Name: Leonardo Simal Moreira 

Department, University & Country UniFoa – Centro Universitário de Volta Redonda, Brazil 

 


