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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
At proof of theorem 3.1.1, before last 2 line of this proof , page 4 ,line 13 
we find substitution 

-  (  -  ) ∑ [  ( )    ( ) +     ( )  ( )]  

  ∈ ( ) to 

- 2(n - 1) M1 (G) H M1 (G). 
I think by previous definitions, 
The correct substitution is= - 2 (n - 1) M1 (G) M2 (G). You can check it. 
2- According to the previous amendment, all theories arising from this theory 
are modified. 
3- I think it will be better if researcher sketch the simple graphs that represent 
their operations. 
4- Fig.(1) and Fig.(2) need to illustrate by symbols vertices and edges on graph. 
Conclusion; 
This research has a lot of new and good information, and my comment you can 
take it or leave it 
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