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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

Minor REVISION
comments

Throughout the paper you could (R€ instead ofR".
On page 3 the references can be cited like [2,4,8,%3]

In order to improve the English you can: rewrite tomment before Th. 1.1. and 1.2

(to Their result is the following).
On page 6, Lline changed, to 8,_,.
Theorem 3.1: changev to h,

Optional /General
comments

The article is well written, contains clear mathéoa body and well citations. The
author(s) could think about modifying the title"Gonditions for (non)existence...”
The author(s) could also write the 4 PDEs on paigea2more economical way: e.g.
competition/cooperation...

Feu(x,t) ... (where— stands for competition and + for cooperation)...andlly:
are the two equivalent forms really necessary?
On page 6: below (5) and above Th. 3.1: Insteddfifere g, h € c*..» you could

write “If g, h € C%...” and declare the text to be a Proposition arehtiiou could
make a reference at the end of the proof at page 7.

Throughout the paper the proof ‘s endings shouldi&arly marked (with g.e.d. or a
rectangular)There are no conclusions in the paper...
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