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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.
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.
Note: Anonymous Reviewer


