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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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 
 

 
In Table 1 and Figure 2, I do not fully understand what is x or how some of the  
coefficients were obtained. 
 
You may want to show a figure showing these values for x and the number of  
iterations required to give a and b. 
 
Use same font and font size in all figures. 
 
Figure 5 on the LHS does nothing to me. 
 
 

Thank you for your comments. 
Archimedes’ construction uses regular polygons, for a give N (number of 
sides), x is a half of central angle, say for triangle, x=180/3. It’s defined in the 
paper. Using Pfaff algorithm we don’t need trigonometry, thus x. 
Font/size are adjusted. 
Figure 5 it’s now Fig 1 and 2 -it shows geometrical process. 

Minor REVISION comments 
See below comments… 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 

 


