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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

1. Suggest adding some reviews of published 
studies similar to this article. 

2. This manuscript doesn’t provide any result 
section. It is difficult to judge the contribution of 
this article. Suggest adding some examples. 

 

1. Unfortunately, there are no similar studies or 
reviews regarding applications of logical modal 
in proving mathematical conjectures. I can only 
suggest to the reviewer a previously published 
work in this journal (though not directly concern 
the subject of present manuscript): An 
Example of the Application of Provability Logic 
to Unsolved Problems in Number Theory: The 
Cullen Numbers and Conway’s Supposition 
http://www.sciencedomain.org/abstract/15662 
 
2. According to reviewer’s suggestion, the 
revised version of the manuscript has the 
explicit closing remarks.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The journal’s name of Reference [5] may be 
abbreviated. 
 

According to bibliography style accepted in 
most scientific journals, authors should avoid 
any uncommon abbreviation of journal names, 
books, publishing houses etc. 
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