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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) There are different notations of the Euler function. It is preferable to use the notation
¢@(n) throughout the manuscript.

2) What does the author mean by canonical form of n in the introductory section? The
written formula is the result of the fundamental theorem of arithmetic.

3) Is the result of Jud McGranie true for Euler function or generalized Euler function?
We can not have two different inetegers with the same Euler function values (where e=1 in
the case of generalized Euler function)!

4) Remark:

we can summarize the work in the form of proofs of four theorems related to the odd values
of the generalized Euler function.

So the author's contribution still low. However, it's possible to add a new section to study
the case of @g(n) =@e(n+1) which is mentionned in the expectation section.

Thanks.1)We have used the notation ¢(n) throughout the manuscript.

2) “canonical form”changed to “standard factorization”.

3) We can’t be sure the result of Jud McGranie true or false for Euler function
or generalized Euler function, but we sure the result about the number of odd
values of generalized Euler function for successive integers is finite.

We have the same integers with the same Euler function values (where e=1 in
the case of generalized Euler function), so @e(n) is called generalized Euler
function.

4)Change “Expectation” to “Conclusion” ,and we add the result of @g(n)
=@pg(N+1) in the conclusion.

Minor REVISION comments

1) The word (Equal) in the manuscript title is not accurate as the proposed paper studies a
special case of equal values of @¢(n) : @e(n) =@<(N+1) — for successive integers.
Also we say Euler generalized function (Not functions)

2) In the expectations section, the word "solutions" should be replaced with “values”,
because the paper stadied the odd values of generalized Euler functions not the solutions !

3)The Diophantine equation was mentioned as a key word but it is not called in the article.

Thanks.1)We have used the notation ¢(n) throughout the manuscript.
2) “canonical form”changed to “standard factorization”.
3)We deleted the key word “ Diophantine equation”.

Optional/General comments

1) In the seconde page, add the page numbers of the cited book “Unsolved Problems in
Number Theory”. It's not necessary to mention the title of the book as it's already done in
the references section.

Thanks, we have deleted the title of the book,and added the page numbers of
the book.
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