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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   

Minor REVISION comments 
 

In section 2, there is no need to write proofs of lemmas. 
Because they are in literature. There is no relation 
between Abstract and Introduction. Also, Introduction 
must be designed more well. 
 
 

It is obviously true that some of the lemmas 
already exist in literature; but their proofs may 
not exist or their proofs may be entirely 
different from our style of proof. Lemmas and 
their proofs are indispensable in achieving a 
particular purpose. Reviewer’s comments have 
been incorporated and the proofs of Lemmas  
2.5, 2.7 and 2.8 have been removed. Those 
retained are inherently linked with our main 
results. The missing link between the Abstract 
and the Introduction has been bridged. 

Optional/General comments 
 

In generally, manuscript well designed, sententious 
and apprehensible. In section 3, proofs of theorems are 
looking true and interesting. Manuscript is well 
equipped with Banach spaces i.e. Functional Analysis. 
References are enough for this study.  

Comments are in order and support our 
results. 

 


