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1. In page 3, how to obtain that $\Phi_o^*=0$? 

Pleaes give more details. 
2. In Exmple 2.3, what is the role the weights play? 

Give more details to show that …… is a Banach 
space.  

3. In page 5, above theorem 2.7, it said that the 
following theorem gives necessary ……..to admit 
its dual. But theorem 2.7 does not give such 
result.  Moreover, during its proof, for the 
converse part,  it is not correct that :”we can find 
a  ……..such that ……..”  .  And how Lemma 1.2  is 
used to show that ….. is a Banach space? Please 
give more details. 

4. In page 6, please check Theorem 2.9,  there are 
many errors there, such as the two 
$\theta$  should be different and $A_d$  is not 
used in the proof and one symbol is missing  in 
line -5. 

5. In page 7, Theorem 2.10, does that bounded 
linear invertible operator T exist?  
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