SDI Review Form 1.6

Q)
SCIENCEDOMAIN international ? ,’)-

www.sciencedomain.org

Journal Name:

Journal of Advances in Mathematics and Computer Science

Manuscript Number:

Ms_JAMCS_40993

Title of the Manuscript:

On the geometry of Complex-Contact Riemannian Submersion

Type of the Article

Original research papers

General guideline for Peer Review process:

This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound.
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link:

(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline)

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

Minor REVISION comments

Some results in the paper under review are not original and can be found in the book [M.
Falcitelli, A.M. Pastore, S. lanus, Riemannian submersions and related topics, World
Scientific, 2004] on page 117.

The paper under review deals with Riemannian submersions whose total space is an
almost Hermitian manifold and the base space is an almost contact metric manifold,
focusing on the geometry of the fibers. The results are rather simple and the techniques
that are used no new. Moreover, some results in the present work are not original, as the
author/authors claims/claim. For example, Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 3.3 can be found in
the book [M. Falcitelli, A.M. Pastore, S. lanus, Riemannian submersions and related topics,
World Scientific, 2004] as simple remarks (see page 117). On the other hand, the paper in
the present form looks like a first draft, containing a lot of grammatical mistakes,
typographical errors and ambiguities.

Thank you for your observations.
| have made reference to it (theorem 3.3) . Though the book did not give the
prove, | have included the proof on the work.

| have corrected the grammatical mistakes, typographical errors .

Optional/General comments
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