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PART 1: Review Comments

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
Minor REVISION comments The paper “Evaluation of E.M. fields …” deals out somecomputations efforts within the interaction of metallicparticles with sources of radiation located at subwavelength distances from the particles. Essentially, thepaper presents a comparison between two methodsintroduced to describe non-spherical particles, i.e., thetheory principal modes (TPM) and the Discrete SourcesMethod (DSM).  The paper is interesting and its maincontribution can be useful for the numerical descriptionof complex nano-particles geometries. The paper isgenerally well written the English is good and easilyreadable for non native English speakers. Nevertheless,the paper cannot be accepted in the present form , Isuggest to the authors to describe  the basicmathematical formulation both of TPM and DSM in moreanalytical  and quantitative way in order to clarify thenumerical results obtained. After such changes will bemade the paper can be accepted.

We thank the referee for their careful reading ofthe manuscript and we are pleased to expand thedescription of the mathematical formulation ofboth the TPM and DSM methods. We havesubstantially re-written the methodology sectionof the manuscript, also adding further equations,to provide a fuller description of these methodsand their differences.
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