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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
This paper is devoted to the cocycle of solutions of the non-autonomous stochastic
damped wave equations with multiplicative white noise defined on unbounded domains.
And we obtain the existence of a pullback absorbing set of the cocycle in a certain
parameter region.

The results obtained in the paper are publishable, subject to some necessary changes. The
techniques used to solve the problem are standard with some novelty, and the results
obtained are correct. However, there are some points need to be further clarified before its
final acceptance for publication:

1. The motivation on the study should be further emphasized, particularly; the main
advantages of the results in the paper comparing with others should be clearly
demonstrated.

2. English should be further improved, since the paper has some spelling and grammar
errors. Also the paper has some editing problems.
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