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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

The paper content was good. The authors explained about R-endoRickart Modules with 
suitable definitions and examples. They also compared to R-endoRickart Modules with 
EndoBaer Modules. 
Only one suggestion they can include the conclusion part in the paper.(not 
compulsory)  
Paper may be accepted for publication. 
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