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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 

 

 

Though the main results are correct, the 

application background and the meaning of this 

paper are not  stated clearly. If some practical 

application examples are listed, this paper is of great 

meaning.  Besides, the authors do not review or 

conclude the former research results in introduction, 

which is  little more than froth .   

 

The Numerical illustrations in Sec.4 give all 

practical application examples.  Also the detail 

printouts of intermediate steps in running the 

basic and optimal iteration process are given in 

Appendix.   

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 
Besides quote of the references is too simple. There are 

some grammar mistakes in writing, which should be 
checked up. Here I only list few of them: 
(1) In Abstract: insert “that” after “It follows as the by-
product” since there are two predicate verb. 
(2) In Abstract: “fail” should be “failing”. 
(3) the professional notation of a matrix is suggested to be 
“M”, and its inverse be “M^{-1}”, and so on 
 

 

Some or more grammar mistakes are corrected 

as suggested.  

Optional/General comments 

 

  

 


