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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

There are few parts that needs more clarifications in the paper. For example, in the Equation 
(2.2) the angle is said to be taken in between the two binormal vectors of the mate curves, 
whereas in the Equation (2.4), another symbolized angle is considered to be in between 
Darboux vector and binormal vector. But, the cosine and sine of these two angles are equal. 
Thus, can authors clarify that “does the binormal vector of the mate curve correspond to the 
Darboux vector of the main curve, given that the curvatures are in their functional forms not 
necessarily be constants. 
Moreover, in the following lines I provide the relations among the Frenet frame {T, N, B} and the 
alternative frame {N, C, W}, (see [1,2,3]). 
N=N 
C=-cos(α)T+sin(α)B 
W=sin(α)T+cos(α)B 
where cos(α) and sin(α) have the same relation as of the paper. Thus, I would like to point that 
out the authors studied the same Smarandache curves as of the study [1]. That is, according to 
the current paper the Smarandache curve given in the Definition (3.3) corresponds to the NC 
Smarandache curve, whereas the Definition (3.5) is as same as of NW Smarandache curve 
which was already defined and studied in [1]. 
Although, the notations and calculations seem different compared to [1], it should have been 
referenced in the paper.  
 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Yes  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

A slight extension could be done.  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

There can be given some corollaries for some special kind of curves like helix or slant helix.  

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 
 

The paper in its current form has scientific issues.  

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 

 

 
 
I am not native or expert on English 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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