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The manuscript is written in a perfunctory manner. It contains a lot of 
absurdities.  On p. 1, the authors must clarify on what set the essinf of 
the function a is taken. On p. 2, woman's name Maria is written with a 
lowercase letter: “...we mention the work of Drabek maria...”. By the 
way, none of the cited papers has Drabek Maria as an author. 
Moreover, in the text, one can come across undefined references. For 
what reason there are points after the first three formulas at the top of 
p. 3? Also, on this page, the authors begin few sentences with a 
lowercase letter: “let E be the space...”, “let recall...”. In Theorem 3.1, 
p. 4, an equation number is given without parentheses: “equation 1.1”. 
It is obvious that, in the formulation of this theorem, the word “Then” 
is not in its place. Thus, it is not clear in what sense readers must 
understand the phrase “for each compact interval [a, b] ⊂ ]ω, +∞[“.  
And so on and so forth... 
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