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Compulsory REVISION comments
I recommend the publication of this article.
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
Yes, the author illustrates the philosophy of mathematical thinking and the
algorithms of Newton, Descartes, and ancient Chinese mathematicians.

2. Is thetitle of the article suitable?

Yes
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? Yes
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? Yes accepted

Yes, itis correct
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of Normally, more recent and modern references are strongly required,

additional references, please mention in the review form. however in the present case of comparing the mathematical thinking it is
expected that the ancient references are cited. Hence, | accept the present
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide references.

additional suggestions/comments)
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