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	1: Review Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s feedback 

	Compulsory REVISION comments
1. Is the manuscript important for the scientific community?

      (Please write a few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions for additional references, please mention them in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide additional suggestions/comments)


	1. Yes, it is important for the scientific community. The manuscript discusses a topic which is very significant for mathematics, computer-science and coding.
2. Yes, it is suitable.

3. Yes, it is comprehensive. Spelling checks are required. 
4. Numbering is mentioned irrespective of whether it is a Definition/ lemma/ remark/ theorem/ corollary. This is making the manuscript confusing for the reader and needs to be corrected.
Conclusion section needs to be written again as it is incoherent and incomplete and hardly talks about the present manuscript.

5. Yes, I think it is scientifically correct. 
6. Some more references should be added which would be reflective of latest work in the field.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	No, the language/ English quality of article needs to be worked upon. For example:
(1) In Abstract section, a word is written as ‘fundaments’.

(2) Last line of Section 4 says ‘A such divisor is called the floor of the divisor A’. This sentence may be rephrased to avoid ambiguity regarding the symbol ‘A’.

(3) On Page 15; ‘Next, we presented the generalized floor quota theorem’ is grammatically incorrect.
	

	Optional comments


	Please check following:

(1) Abstract: fundaments

(2) Definition 2.6, followed by lemma 2.7, followed by definition 2.8, similarly lemma 2.14, theorem 2.16, corollary 2.17

(3) Definition 3.4, then theorem 3.5; similarly Definition 4.10 followed by remark 4.11
(4) Section 3 starting line: The contents of this section it follows of [7].

(5) Section 4, last line A such divisor is called the oor of the divisor A. ambiguous

(6) Conclusion: incoherent, incomplete, not conclusive.
	


	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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