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The manuscript is important for scientific community. 
 
 
The title of the article is suitable. 
 
 
The abstract is comprehensive. 
 
The article is structured appropriate. 
 
I think that the manuscript is scientifically correct. 
 
The references are sufficient, not very recent and I do not have any suggestions of additional 
references. However, I notice that references [3] and [4] are not cited in the text of the 
article. 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 

The language is suitable. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Before (2.6) should be ``.`` instead of ``,`` 
Before (2.8), (2.9), (2.10), (2.16): add ``.`` 
Page 12, line 5 from the bottom: delete de ending dot 
Page 13, line 4 from top: `` Now, since … is weakly compatible. This implies that`` should be `` 
Now, since … is weakly compatible, it follows that`` 
In the big (multilines) formula after the ``where`` after (2.26): delete three endpoints (except the 
final one) (this should be done in all formulas) 
Page 15: In theorem 2.3, ``Let`` instead of ``let`` 
Page 23: the font in the first two lines of Example 2.4 is not the one used in the rest of the 
paper. 
Page 29:  

- in [1], ``EI`` must be ``El`` and ``some`` must be ``Some``;  
- in [2], ``Common`` instead of ``common`` and `` J. Math.Sci.4(2)`` should be `` J. Math. 

Sci. 4(2)`` 
- in [4], ``common`` should be ``Common`` and the journal’s title, the volume, the pages 

at al. are missing 
- in [5], `` journal of applied mathematics`` should be ``J. Appl. Math.`` 
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