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PART 1: Review Comments

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

None of the statements is rigorously proved.
The

notation is inconsistent. The authors do not
explain the

symbols X(0;t), V(0;t), X(s;t) and V(s;t). The
integral in

(2.10) is taken over the interval [ t-\delta(t), t],
but in the proof the domain of integration is

implied to have

dimension 7. It is not explained why “without
loss of

generality we may assume 1\le P(t)” (p.3).

The complete list of ambiguities and
inaccuracies

would be as long as the paper itself. Most of the
sentences

do not conform with grammar.

It has been to add more details to show the acgu
of proofs.

In section 2 line 6 {denote (X(s;0),V (s;0)) =
(X(s;0,x,v),V (s;0,x,v)) is the
solution of characteristic system}

It has been to add some steps for proving (2riLC
l1, ... Is to show the domain of integration .

Just we explain in the formula of Lemma 2.1 .
“Why without loss of generality” in p. 3.

We hope after additions and modifications of the

paper to clarify ambiguities angtammatical
corrections.

It has been taking into consideration all the
suggestions of Reviewer and working out with
thanks.

Minor REVISION
comments

Optional /General
comments

Created by: EA

Checked by: ME Approved byECG

Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)

[aC

N—r



