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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. The motivation should be cleared alongside the contribution to the field. 
2. The numerical matrix model should be elaborated. 
3. Comparison to other FEM model methods should be considered. 
 
 
 

 
1. Thanks. The contribution of the flutter computation of the flying aircraft is 

difficult to be found. This paper wanted to present this kind of numerical 
analysis of the aircraft with useful computational method and some 
discussion related to different flight situations. 

2. Thanks. The authors have added some numerical matrix model. (p6) 
3. Thanks, it is pity that some other FEM model method (i.e. such as FEM 

modelling based on entity meshes) would meet local mode included in the 
first five modes which can influence the flutter computation significantly. 
But the presented FEM modelling can provide effective mode analysis for 
the flying wing aircraft. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
4. Latest references should be added. 
 

 
Thanks, the authors have added some references to the revised paper. (p9) 
 

Optional/General comments 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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