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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
Minor REVISION comments The manuscript (2014_BJMCS_11589) generalizes thenotion of summable bases to  the notion of unconditionalsequence bases for Banach spaces. Moreover, the authorextended some classical results on sequences and seriesin separable Banach spaces to the case of non-separableBanach spaces. To the best knowledge of the reviewer,the results of this paper are new and correct inmathematics. Hence, these results surely makecontribution to the literature in this field and deservepublication. The whole paper is very well written. Thus, Irecommend to accept this paper for publication in BJMCSafter making a little minor revisions:(i)Page 100, line 3 in the final paragraph “of series aretrivially generalize to the setting of the newly introducednotion.”should be replayed by “of series are triviallygeneralized to the setting of the newly introducednotion.”(ii) Page 106, line 3 in the third paragraph “we have for

each , the sequence is Cauchy in X. ” shouldbe replayed by “for each , we have that the sequence
is Cauchy in X.”

(i) Done as requested(ii) Done as requested
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