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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 A forth order system should present four eigenvalues;however, only three were given (above Section 3).No reference is related to the parameter values given inSection 3.Why θ << 1? Does this make sense?The quality of the figures is poor. In the numericalsimulations, no justification is given concerning thechoice of the parameter values and the initial condition.The analytical expression for R0 derives from a stabilityanalysis, but this is not presented in the paper.

All commented comments has been accepted ingood faith corrected accordingly

It has been included

Minor REVISION comments Several typos (see, for instance, the first phrases ofAbstract and Section 2).Which is the time unity in the simulations?
The typos has been doneThe simulation unit is time (years)

Optional/General comments


