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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

This paper considers Sg-increasing or decreasing continuity in topological ordered 
spaces and studies the relationships between them.The author forgets to recall 
basic definitions.The main results reduce to establish, by means of examples, that 
certain continuity properties are independent.. 

One realizes that the author knows strongly the arguments, but no precise proof to 
the statements is given. 

 

The basic definitions which are useful are given. We need the basic 
definitions of sg-cloed set and  increasing, decreasing and balanced sets only. 
We have given them in the paper. 
If it is necessary to give all the definitions then i will give them in a separate 
section. 
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