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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 

 

1. Isthemanuscript important forscientific community? 

(Please writefewsentencesonthismanuscript) 

 
2.  Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 

(Ifnotpleasesuggest analternativetitle) 

 
3. Isthe abstract ofthearticle comprehensive? 

 

4. Aresubsections andstructureofthemanuscript appropriate? 

 

5. Do you thinkthemanuscriptisscientifically correct? 

 
6. Arethereferences sufficientandrecent?If you havesuggestion 

ofadditional references, please mentioninthe review form. 

 

(Apart fromabove mentioned6 points, reviewersare 

freetoprovideadditionalsuggestions/comments) 

 

 
Inthispaper theauthors introduceandstudiedcurrentmathematical knowledgeKwhichisa 
aboutthefinitesetof formalandconstructive mathematics.Theresultobtained 
inthemanuscriptisinteresting andnewforthe reader.Hence,I recommendedforpublication 
inAsianResearchJournalof Mathematics. 

 

Elaborates/definetheconcept of ZFC. I am answering: 
Pleasesee 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Zermelo%E2%80%93Frae
nkel_set_theoryI shortenedtheabstract. 
 
 
 

 
Justifythestatement 
 

Justify the statement 
 

Minor REVISION comments 

 
1.  Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 

 

 
• Abstractshould bewrittenin concisewords. 
• Justifythestatement 
AnytheoremofanymathematicianfrompastorpresentbelongstoK. 

Any theorem of any mathematician from past or present 
belongs to K. 
The following text from section 1 justifies it. 
Let T denote the set of twin primes. We assume that the 
current 
mathematical knowledge K is a finite set of statements 
from both formal 
and constructive mathematics, which is time-dependent 
and publicly 
available. Any formal theorem of any mathematician 
from past or present 
forever belongs to K. The true statement "There is no 
constructively 

defined integer n such that card(T)<ω ⇒ T⊆(-∞,n]" is 
not formal, belongs 
to K, and may not belong to K in 2025. The true 
statement "There exists 

a set X⊆{1,...,49} such that card(X)=6 and X never 
occurred as the 
 
winning six numbers in the Polish Lotto lottery" refers to 
the current non- 
mathematical knowledge and does not belong to K. The 
set K exists only 
 

Optional/General comments   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

http://ditdo.in/arjom
http://ditdo.in/arjom
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Zermelo%E2%80%93Fraenkel_set_theory
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Zermelo%E2%80%93Fraenkel_set_theory


Review Form 1.7 

Created by: DR Checked by: PM Approved by: MBM Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022) 

 

 

 
 
 
 

PART 2: 
 
 

 
 

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) 

 
 
 
Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

 
 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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