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Thanks the reviewer for the constructive 

comments.  
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1. Page 1,  in Keywords, ‘’ Stoeks flow;’’ 
must be replaced by ‘’ Stokes flow’’  

2. Explain the originality of your work in 
relation to the work already done. 

3. Existence and uniqueness of the solution of 
Stokes equations should be discussed.  

4. Please show how (2.17) is derived. 
5. Check all sentences and grammatical error. 

 

 

1.Typo “Stoeks” has been fixed. 

2. This has been addressed in the introduction 

briefly. 

3. As Stokes equation is a linear equation,  the 

existence and uniqueness had been addressed 

well in the literature.  Additional references for 

Stokes equations are added. 

4. More intermediate steps and explanation are 

added to the paper.  

5.  A thorough check has been carried out.  
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