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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 1) In  page 9 , Theorem 4.1 ; it seems  there is amistake in  2,1
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 the orderof partial derivative  must be corrected   andwritten as
 2,11
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( according to the author’s notation inside the proof )and rewrite them in other applied parts in the hole of thepaper  ( because as I see that , the authors considered theboundary condition as 23
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2) 2)  To improve paper’s   presentation , the authors mayadd some sentences  about   “  either  Neumann problemfor Bi-harmonic (1.5) ,(1.6)   is a  “ correct   ” problem  inNotherian ( Fredholmian )  sense ?!   .

1) We agree. We have changed.2) We agree. We added that our problem,as we proved,  is correct in the sense ofFredholm.

Optional/Generalcomments


