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 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 
 

 

1-The title of the paper (Exact solutions of the linear fractional diffusion and diffusion-convection 

equations), It is inaccurate because it is not necessary that this type of problem accept Always an 

exact solution. Indeed, there are many problems that accept approximate solutions. 

Therefore, it is better to remove the word exact from the paper title. 

2- The two relations mentioned at the end of page 3 are not clear and they need an explanation of 

how to obtain them. 

3- The researcher has chosen two applications that have exact solutions. It would be preferable if 

the method was applied to a problem that has an approximate solution, and then compared the 

solution with other methods such as those mentioned in the introduction. 
 

All correction have been done 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Revision done 

Minor REVISION comments 
 The author did not mention the references from which one to five definitions were taken. It is 

preferable to assign these definitions to their sources, because they do not belong to the author. 

In general, all references are not mentioned in the text of the article, which is not acceptable in 

scientific articles. 
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