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Compulsory REVISION comments
1. Definition 1.2 is not correctly written.
2. Page 374 line 1, the inequality is actually an equality.
3. Page 374, line 4, this inequality is not clear, in particular

the inequality involving the term \alpha\psi{d(x_{n-
1},x_n)}.

4. Page 375, line 3, the inequality is actually an equality.
5. Page 375, line -1, appears \beta,\gamma\in (0,1). This

condition is not enough to conclude. The conclusion
holds with the condition: \beta+\gamma<1.

6. Page 377, lines 22 and 24 the inequalities are in fact
equalities.

7. Page 377, line 24, why max{d(Sx_n,x_{n-
1}),d(Sx_n,Sx_{n-1})}=d(x_{n+1},x_{n-1})?, the
sequence (x_n) is not ordered.

8. Page 378, line 6, at the final appears mn, it should be
deleted.

9. Page 378, line 20, the inequality is actually an equality.
10. Page 39, line 4, the inequality is actually an

equality.
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Minor REVISION comments

There are lack of punctuation in the whole manuscript, also a
series of misprints.

Optional/General comments
Col 2.1.a, Col 2.1.b, Col 2.2.a and Col 2.2.b should be replace
for Corollary 2.1.a...so on.
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