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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)

Compulsory REVISION
comments

The conclusion part is missing.

IR is used early but explained later.

Explanation for symbol sigma is also hidden and not
readily available.

Is the symbol for complex number should be
\mathbb{C} in LaTeX?

The symbol chi is not explained either.

What is the first generalisation of the cosine equation
then?

Line 205, why f(e) does not belong to {0,1}? Explain!
Corollary 3. Is not \delta > 0?

Symbol ch is not explained.

It is unclear why fand g do not satisfy the equation
(3.19).

The literature list should be expanded further.

Is there a possibility for an extension to Banach
algebra?

Minor REVISION
comments

Some closing brackets are missing.

Symbol for supremum looks non standard.

Use non italics for *for all’ in the equation environment.
Some English expressions need to be improved.

Optional /General
comments

The introduction should be more elaborate.

What is the main contribution of this paper?

It is better to do a typesetting using LaTeX or similar
application.
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