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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 
 

Overall, the paper is well written. The results are stated 
clearly, and the proofs are performed thoroughly. The 
conditions on modules (ms*-modules) are relevant in 
view that they generalize well-known properties of 
modules (locality and semisimplicity). 
 

 
Thank you for your suggestions. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The logical connector 'if and only if' is typically not 
employed in definitions. Please, remove them from 
your definitions. 
 

 
We remove the connector “if and only if” in 
definition 2.1. 

Optional/General comments 
 

My only concern is that the paper belongs to the field of 
module theory (which is an area of pure mathematics) 
and the journal emphasizes papers on applied science. 
In my opinion, the paper is sound and interesting. 

 
 

 
 


