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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

1. Title: suggestion - Gravitationally Polarized Protons in Interstellar
Hydrogen Gas and a possibility to explain the Dark Matter Generation;

2. The standard model quoted in the paper is based upon only two
references: Wikipedia and other book. Wikipedia is not a good source of
stricto sensu knowledge in Science. It is necessary to enrich the
bibliographical references, and use a diversity of other authors. From
nine references, five is the same author;

3. Inthe Abstract the sentence: “Dark matter is generated and persists in
the meantime if the gas has a gradient along the gravitational field”. It is
necessary to make a reference to other authors.

4. Never existed the “Galileo’s Pisa Experiment” — see "An Experiment in
measurement”, In: Proceedings of the American Philosophical Society,
vol. 97, n° 2, april 1953.

5. The Figures quoted in the paper, it is better to put the references in the
legends of each figure.

6. Inthe equation A13, the three first terms are wrong:
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