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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

In this paper, some new type sequence spaces 
had been defined, investigated some properties 
and given matrix transformations.  
 
There are, similar to this, much paper in the 
mathematics literature.  According to me, the 
idea of the paper is not original because of   this 
type problems are discussed a lot of times in 
many articles.  And the proofs are similar to one 
other.  
 
Consequently, since these type investigations fills 
some gaps in the of all sequence space, the proofs 
are true and organization of the paper is good. 
 

In this paper, we defined new type sequence 
spaces which are more general than some 
spaces defined in the literature.  
 
As reviewer said, these type investigations fill 
some gaps in the literature and, our proofs and 
results are correct. 
 
Thanks for the reviewer’s comment. 
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