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From the above, we have seen that the properties of the power series are very perfect, it is 
an extremely rare class of function series; in addition, Cauchy criterion has played 
important role. Using Cauchy criterion as a tool, not only can derive many properties of 
number series, but it can also be derived a lot of properties of function series in the deep. 
In269 addition, the limit thought is never less important tool in our study. 
 
The results obtained in the paper are publishable, subject to some necessary changes. The 
techniques used to solve the problem are standard with some novelty, and the results 
obtained are correct. However, there are some points need to be further clarified before its 
final acceptance for publication: 
 
1. The motivation on the study should be further emphasized, particularly; the main 
advantages of the results in the paper comparing with others should be clearly 
demonstrated.  
 
2. English should be further improved, since the paper has some spelling and grammar 
errors. Also the paper has some editing problems.  
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