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 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. Page 101，Line 6， “the works  Liu and Rao”  should 

be  “the works  of Liu and Rao 

2. Please check the hypothese (ii) according to formula 

(3.9). 

3. Page 102, formula (2.1), the coefficient k0l should be 

k0. 

4. Page 103, the first “-“ in  formula (2.3)-(2.5) should 

all be “+”. 

5. Page 105 Line 1, the exponents of E(t) are typed in a 

wrong way. 

6. Page 105, there should be  no k in the last t erm of 

formula (3.1). 

7. Page 105, the “φ” in the last term of (3.2) should be 

“ψ”. 

8. Page 106, all the function “g” in formula (3.9) should 

be “g1”. 

9.  Page 106, all the function “g” in formula (3.12) 

should be “g2”. 

 

1.corrected 

 

2.corrected 

 

3.corrected 

 

4. corrected 

 

5. corrected 

 

6. corrected 

 

7. corrected 

 

8. corrected 

 

9. corrected, the function “g” in formula (3.12) 

should be “g1” 
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Optional/General comments 

 

The problem is of interest. The manuscript is 

scientifically robust and technically sound. The method 

use in the manuscript is energy method, not multiplier 

method. I recommend it to be published after above 

minor revision. 

 

 

 

 

 

 


