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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 
 

 
 
-The paper present a complete analysis of the problem and their solutions in each 
case. 
-The author must short write a more short title. The title is very large.  
-The author could updating the references. Even include at least two references of 
the 2017 and 2018 years of related works. 
-The research is original. 
-The author in the conclusions must give examples of applications in rheology, or 
hydrodynamics on the solutions founded.  
-The author must include in the paper the 2010 AMS Classification.    
 

 
 
The tittle of the paper has been shortened as requested.  
More recent references have been added. See references 25 – 29. 
The authors have cited some engineering applications in the conclusion 
section. 
We have included the 2010 AMS classification immediately after the abstract. 
 
 
Thank you for the comments which have helped to improve the work. 
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