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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 In the definition (15) of the sum T_{m,e,f} , the
symbol m is used as the summation variable and
cannot be used in the subscript. The sum must be
named e.g.  as T_{1,e,f} because this is the special case
of a more general sum T_{k,e,f} in the author’S paper
[5].  This change is to apply to all that follows.

Minor REVISION comments
Optional/General comments Theorem 1.2 is the main result. For its proof,  it may bekind to the readers if the author states that the proof isdone by expressing L(q)L(q^2)M(q) in two differentways.
Note: Anonymous Reviewer


