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 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 
 

 
The author should add more relevant references to his References (bibliography)  and give some 
description of these papers in his paper. As he has also dealt the topic of the Riemann Hypothesis from 
the point of view of topology he should cite some existing published  papers in this category and point 
out how his study differs from these studies. He has mentioned References  [2-4] in the following lines 
on p. 1 of his paper: 
“We now recall some definitions about complex numbers regarding addition, multiplication and exponentiation 
of complex numbers [2-4].” 
But these references do not appear in  his bibliography. A justification for eq. (4) on p. 1 where this equation 
appears in the existing mathematics literature for an inquisitive reader is also to be given. The author should 
cite that relevant portion of the Literature here. The affiliation of the Author should be given, even if the learned 
author is an independent researcher then, his complete postal address and email should also be published. 
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