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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 
 

1- The article is a review concerning  the Riemann 
Zeta function based on the literature and that 
should be clearly stated either at  the beginning or 
in the conclusions. Just for instance: “ ….. 
Sometimes, owing  to the advances of the research 
and to the new findings, there is the need to gather  all 
of them ………… “  However, if new results by the 
author are presented and/or the latest results 
reported in the literature are displayed, that should 
be clearly stated too.    

2- Despite the generally good English, nonetheless 
there are  some phrases in the text (mostly some 
short phrases) which, owing to their poor English, 
might be misleading for the mathematics; I suggest 
to review these phrases.   

3- Some of the References lack of the 
Publisher/Editor and most of them lack of the place 
of publication.  

OK 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1- The article seems to be too long: 56 pages!   
2- When many references are cited it would be better 

writing for instance [11,15,17-20] instead of [11], [15], 
[17], [18], [19], [20]  

I tried to reduce my papers from 58 to 47 

Optional/General comments 
 

The article is a review article that can be regarded as a small 
treatise about the Riemann Zeta function, or as a chapter of a 
text book on Number Theory.  

 

 


