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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Initial conditions play important role in
developing of mathematical model.
Without this model cannot describe real
world phenomena. This has to be
corrected in the revised manuscript.

2. Author has not found the conditions for
boundedness and positivity of the
solution for the system. This has to be
corrected in the revised manuscript.

3. Theorem 3.1 on pg.no.9 is incomplete.

What is significant of finding [/, ? Author

has not discussed about this. This has to
be corrected in the revised manuscript.

4. Numerical section must be rewrite.This
has to be corrected in the revised
manuscript.

1. The initial conditions have been added.

2. There has been the result about the
conditions for boundedness and positivity of
the solution for the system.

_ ReC,(0)
M=+ dA ‘
Re(~ | 1ciy.r=r,)
3. Because dr AR and
Re(%‘/lziab,rzro) >0
dr , the signs of H, and
dA
Re(d_‘/l:iab,rzro)
r are opposite.

4. Ithasbeen done.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Inthe numerical results some information on
the chosen parameters, if representative of
real prey-predator model should be given.

2. The authors did not present any comparison
with real data. This has to be corrected in the
revised manuscript.

3. The biological meaning of the result must be
fully explained. This has to be corrected in
the revised manuscript.

We have tried it.
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Optional /General comments

While this is a interesting paper containing useful
mathematics and a rigorous treatment of a problem
with many applications, there are some deficiencies
that require revision. This has to be corrected in the
revised manuscript.
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