Answers to FINAL EVALUATOR’s comments

PART 2:

FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments
revised paper (if any)

1) The authors have corrected |All the FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments have
and completed the main |oyised

ts of th havi . .
g:;bsle:)ns ¢ paper having (see below Separate List of corrections)

2) P.5, point 3): the constant ¢ [All the corrections have been inserted into the

should be written smaller. manuscript

3) P.10, point 5): please verify |(see the revised manuscript).
and prove the second
formula for 7 (¥)-

4) P. 18, point 1) of the section
3.2: € should be written
smaller.

5) P.20: use justify.

P. 28: the usual way of
writing is: “the function € is
(strictly) decreasing on the
interval (-.0). from the
value P1 to the value 0”.

6) P. 39, 47-50: please use

justify.

LIST of CORRECTIONS

1)The authors have corrected and completed the maiparts of the paper having
problems.

REVISED
Authors fully answered all the questionsh&f previous reviewers

2)P.5, point 3): the constant ¢ should be written smaller

REVISED: On P. 5 (point 3) we gave the following answer (g&ew)
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3)P.10, point 5): please verify and prove the secdriormula for 7(¥)-

REVISED

The following text is inserted at p. 10-11:
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4) P. 18, point 1) of the section 3.Zo should be written smaller.
REVISED

The following answer is given on p.19:
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5)(a) P.20: use justify.

REVISED

We gave the detailed answer to the question about the comparison of experimental
data about changes of the fine structure constant with the age of the Universe with
our theoretical model of the Fibonacci special theory of relativity. See inequality
(3.30) of the article.

We obtained the following result from our theczatimodel:

Q i =0.007297351997377362y ,= 0.007297354733194C
<A e = 0-0072973563757885605

Thus, the above inequality holds up to tenth decptees.

5) (b)P. 28: the usual way of writing is: “the funtion ¢ is (strictly) decreasing on the
interval (-2°.0). from the value ®-! to the value 0.

REVISED

On page 29, we have written:
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6) (a)P. 39: please use justify.

REVISED

On pages 40-41, we have written:
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6) (b)47-50: please use justify.

REVISED

On p. 48, we have written:



A substantiation of the coincidence between tleeititical and experimental data
for the Black Holeand theDark Agesis not possible. Such experimental data in physics
and astronomy do not exist yet. However, we haveatpd out both theoretical and
numerical picture of the change of the fine-struettonstant for th8lack Hole and for
theDark Ageg(Fig. 3.1, Tables 3.1-3.2, 3.3-34).



