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The manuscript is well constructive and its is very important for future use in the scientific 
community. Its is pure scientific and it will attract more researchers in this direction.  
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The authors should add the conclusion base on what they were trying get on this research 
to better makes the reader feels the objective and the purpose of the ORESME NUMBERS. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

Yes 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Apart from the conclusion, I support fully for the publication of this great work.  
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