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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 This is a nicely written small piece of work. However, itmostly describes other workers work. It could be, afterrevision, resubmitted as a Short Communication or aLetter to the Editor.

Minor REVISION comments 1. Introduction:  In general, it describes basicknowledge. It should be expanded includingrecent findings.  Only 3 references are includedand 1 is in Russian which is difficult to be foundand read.  Also, it is described shortly whatsubjects are presented in each section of thepaper which is really unusual.2. Section 2 describes basic well known knowledge3. What is new in section 3?4. In section 4, 2nd paragraph, your proving is notconvincing.

1. I made introduction wider due toinclusion of the section 3. I eliminate inIntroduction short description of othersections content. I have changed someRussian references to English2. The content of the Section 2 plays role ofexample which is needed for followingunderstanding3. Section 3 was omitted4. All new hypotheses are not convincingbefore their adoption by scientificcommunity.
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Optional/General comments The whole paper includes 14 references out of which 8are Russian which are not easy to be found and read.More references should be included. Most of works on gravitation instantons whichare presented in http://arxiv.org are devoted tothe problems of classifications of instanton-likesolutions of the Maxwell-Einstein equations onthe Riemann manifolds and have not anyconnection with problem under consideration.


