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Author’s comment (if agreed with
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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is
mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Concerning the paper on logic and Beal's conjecture,
| do not agree with the conclusion of the author that
<<Beal's conjecture cannot be proved logically, that is,

it cannot be derivable by reasoning from the laws of logic of divisibility>>.

The hypothesis that a, b, ¢ be coprime to one another in the equation
X"p+Y*g=Z"r, where pq+1=r,

is to avoid trivial solutions like the following one.

Say c=a’p+b”qg.

Consider

A=acMar},

B=bpr}

C=c.

Then X"p+Y"rq=2Z"r

has the trivial solution A, B, C.

A particular case of Beal's equation is p=q=r,

namely Fermat's last theorem.

The conclusion of the author would then be that
<<Fermat's last theorem cannot be proved logically, that is,

it cannot be derivable by reasoning from the laws of logic of divisibility>>.

However, Fermat's last theorem was proved by Wiles.

In conclusion | suggest not to accept this paper because the
Conclusion of the author is inappropriate.
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