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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that 
authors should write his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

  

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

  

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

  

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Conclusion and Recommendation: The paper provides a valuable theoretical exploration of K-bianalytic functions, 
particularly in how it extends the understanding of zero points and poles. The results are sound and contribute new 
knowledge to the area of complex function theory. Minor revisions in terms of examples and application 
suggestions are recommended to enhance the paper's clarity and applicability.  
Recommendation: Accept with Minor Revisions  
1 - In Reference (1): If the letter "n" is missing from the word (Journal), ensure that it’s added.  

2 - In Reference (6): Make sure the book title is in title case, capitalizing the first letter of each word. For 
example: Research of the Related Problems of Analytic and Bianalytic Functions,  

3 - In Definition 1.5: In the second line, replace the letter "k" with "s"(t, s belongs N).  
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