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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 
 

The topic of the manuscript is interesting but it is not 
well written. 
The introduction is too short. Few references are 
mentioned. The conclusion is not appropriate. 
The main drawback of this manuscript is that the main 
contributions are not better presented. 
For these reasons the manuscript needs a major 
revision. 

I take into account your notes and added an 
introduction, more detailed written conclusion. I 
know that now in many journals require a 
detailed report. Earlier in mathematical journals 
I do not write the conclusion, because all the 
results are formulated and proven to work. But 
I'm not going to dispute the requirements of the 
journal. Some journals do not like when the 
authors frequently refer to their work and that 
of the co-authors. They see it as self-
promotion, so the original version of the 
manuscript I have omitted references to some 
of his work. Now I have expanded the list of 
references. Thank you for your valuable 
comments. 
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