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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 
 

A) In abstract; 
1/It is advisable to state aims of the study. 
 
2/Add a hyphen between finite and dimensional. 
 
3/Add a comma (,) after paper 
  

B) Introduction  
Change ‘which’ to ‘that’ 
 

C) Definition 5 
Fix capitalization in ‘subset’ 
 

D) Definition 6 
Correct spelling ‘continous’ 
 

E) There are no ethical issues noticed. 
 

F) No conflict of interest. 

The aim of the study is clearly mentioned in the abstract I.e. 
In this paper, we provide an elementary exposition of compact linear 
operators in pre-Hilbert and Hilbert spaces. However, whenever 
advantageous, we may prove a few results in the general context of 
normed linear spaces. 
 
We have added a hyphen between finite and dimensional 
 
We have added a common (,) after paper i.e. In this paper, we ... 
 
We have changed ‘which’ to ‘that’ 
 
Capitalization in ‘subset’ has been fixed 
 
The spelling ‘continous’ has been corrected to ‘continuous’ 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 

 

 
 
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) 
 
 

 
There are no ethical issues in this manuscript  
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