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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 

 

INTRODUCTION: line 1: “two nonlinear 

problems”instead of “two nonlinear problem”. 

Page 2: Line 2: “The function b(x) needs” rather than 

“Concerning the function b(x) needs”. 

            Lines 15 and 18: Author [?] not specified. 

Page 3: Line 4: “with the so called Luxembourg norm” 

rather than “with the norm sp called Luxembourg 

norm” . 

           Line 28: “variable exponent” instead of 

“variable exposent”. 

           Line 31: Explain “is continuous [11] theorem 

1.1. 

 

Page 4: Line 15: ΩΩΩΩ is not earlier defined. 

Page 7: Line 12: There is no equation (??) (??). 

Page 8: Example. “We consider” rather than “we 

conceder”. 

Page 9, Line 23: There is no equation (??). 

Page 10, line 7: There is no equation (??).   

Thank you dear  editor for your  valuable 
remarks, I did consider all your remarks.  
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