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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 
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Compulsory REVISION 
comments 
 

This paper tries to establish elementary relationships among the 
newly introduced integral transforms. The reviewer does not 
comprehend the reason these integral transforms introduced. They 
are only simple modifications of the well-known Laplace transform. 
It is possible to obtain all new integral transforms with a simple 
change of variable in their definition. This leads to some 
straightforward equations among the integral transforms. They 
calculate transforms of very simple functions and compare their 
graphs.  This paper should work on why the new integral transform 
introduced and why they are useful. Nothing substantial, only 
simple exercises. 
Please clarify the ethical issue if any. 

 

Minor REVISION 
comments 
 

The paper is understandable and written well. But many equation 
numbers are misaligned: see lines 38, 52, etc. 

 

Optional/General 
comments 

Reviewer does not see any substantial original (new) mathematical 
contribution in this article.  
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