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The paper is a general discussion of the use and 
meaning of the word ‘Pentaquark”. Although no original 
contribution is made, the discussion will benefit readers 
to get a wholesome sense of this phrase.  
 
 

The originality of the paper is just the attempt 
to classify the various kinds of pentaquarks 
which are currently discussed in the literature. I 
completely agree with the referee. I'm very 
happy to see that readers may benefit from my 
work. 

 


