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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 
 

P1  l2 ` is not a derivative’   appears twice 
p2  l1  `perturbatio’ should be perturbation 
Section 2 line 2 ` particule’ should be particle 
Section 2 line 3 `manentum’ should be momentum 
Section 2 line 3 `partide’  should be particle 
(these are odd spelling mistakes which possibly occured by cutting and pasting from a pdf file) 
Section 2 line 8  `peper’ should be paper 
p2 below (1) `is a reals’  should be are real 
p3 line 1 complex, number  should be complex number (no comma) 
p6 below (22) Is `homoto’ a word? 
p11 line 4  Unicité de la solution is French not English 
p11 halfway down under Application 
of (35) on a so   makes no sense 
13 below 62, the word `alpha' appears rather than the character alpha 
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The English is poor throughout  
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