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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 
 

Comments about Proposition 2.1: 
1) It is necessary to make clear that b>a. Otherwise, the reader will assume that a,b are random numbers.  
2) Simplest proof is to put in equality in place of b: b=a+2. There is no need to prove it using two cases. The 

reader is not allowed to find more easy way to prove the identity. If you want to present the proof with two 
cases, mention that in the end.  

3) The equality you present is not an equation (example of equation: 2x-1=0). This you present is equality of 
identity.  

4) Low reading interest identity for someone. In maths there is always the possibility to be useful sometime in 
the future. Because of this, the article is accepted.  

Comments about Proposition 2.2: 
1) It is necessary to make clear that c>b>a.  
2) Simplest proof: b=a+2, c=b+2=a+4. No need for two cases. 
3) Not equation. Equality or identity. 
4) Low reading interest identity for someone. 

Comments about Proposition 2.3: 
The same comments used above. 
Comments about Proposition 2.4: 
The same comments used above. 

The Reviewers comments are genuine and addressed. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Comments about Proposition 2.5: 
The same comments used above. 
Comments about Proposition 2.6: 

1) This is not equation. It is equality or identity. 
2) Simplest proof if you put in place of b: b=a+4 and put in place of c: c=b+4=a+4+4=a+8. No need for two 

cases. If you want to present the proof of two cases, mention that in the end.  
3) Low reading interest identity.  

Very helpful observation  

Optional/General comments 
 

 I am pleased by the good work of the reviewer to improve the 
documents 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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