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Reviewer's comment: 
Dear Editor: 
The manuscript focused on the “ON THE CENTRAL ENGINE OF THE COMPACT STEEP 
SPECTRUM SOURCE AND SOURCE PHENOMENA”. It is very interesting and novel 
study in some fields. Based on above reason, it is recommended to publish it. However, 
some points need to revise, which is listed below 
[1] The new relate references are needed to add in the revised manuscript. 
[2] The authors investigate many parameters in this study. What is optimal condition in this 
work? 
[3] What are the important applications in this study? Please add in the revised manuscript.  
[4] The author should compare the specific properties of other materials and explain the 
benefits of this material. 
5] Theoretical calculations how to set the initial conditions or parameters to get close to the 
actual situation. 
[6] Can theoretical calculations and practical applications be compared to each other? 
[7] How the theoretical setting conditions are suitable for the actual situation? 
Sincerely yours. 
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