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	The reviewer’s comments: 

This paper introduces a new exponent, the Param Expansion Response Function

 (ζ ↑), to study the stability of Roche lobe overflow. The idea is very interesting, but several points should be improved before publication in the International Astronomy and Astrophysics Research Journal.
First, the difference from earlier work, such as Hjellming & Webbink (1987) and Paczynski (1971), should be explained more clearly. A simple numerical comparison of q_{crit} would help show the improvement.

Second, at least one full example calculation should be included. One system from the table should be worked out step by step, with the final stability result clearly shown.

Third, the effect of uncertain parameters, such as magnetic braking and tidal terms, should be tested briefly.

Fourth, the calibration of ζ_{ad} needs more detail, including the final values and uncertainties (a more detailed explanation is needed).
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