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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 
 

This paper can have some interest, but it is not possible to read it and understand 
the main steps. 
Motivatiopn to the paper is not evident. 
All figures are incomprehensible. 
Caputo fractional deriovate requires some more regularity to the given function. 
(2.8) is incomprehensible. 
(2.9) is not clear, too.Proof to Proposition 2 is not running well. 
Theorem 1 is not readable. 
 

Some details are added in order to more clarify the aims and the results. 
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