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PART 2:  

FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s 

comments 

The revised paper is not improved with respect to most of the initial review comments. The author’s 

response is “OK”, however the author does not describe how and where the revised paper is improved. 

 

Interval quantities are denoted the same way (by the same letters) as the corresponding real ones, 

while reproducing Theorem 4.1 the interval quantities are in square brackets ``[ ]". All interval 

quantities in the paper must be either in bold-face letters or in brackets [.]. 

 

No one of the remarks 4.a)-4c) of the initial review is considered. Thus, section 4 remains 

mathematically inconsistent.  

 

In addition, the solution set of a system with symmetric interval matrix has boundary described by 

quadratic polynomials in general. Therefore, there is no way to obtain the solution set by intersecting 

hyperplanes. 

 

Section 5 is unchanged with respect to the remarks 5.b)-5c) of the initial review. The conclusion that by 

the numerical results presented in Section 5 “the author confirms the inconsistency of the theoretical 

considerations in Section 4.” remains. 

The revised abstract says: “a slight modification was made to the           theorem (4.1 my remark) by 

neglecting the second term appearing in the equation.” I don’t see such a consideration in section 4. 
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