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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 
 

None 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments None 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

This makes an interesting read. 
 
What bothers my mind however, is that 
the future of physical science constants 
is somewhat complex as more 
revelations emerge as we delve further 
into the science of the virtual world. 
 
The science of the virtual world is the 
22nd Century science.  The key here 
however, is that the paper smartly 
provides an insight into this dilemma 
and thus does a wonderful job at it. 
However, can the author attempt to 
streamline these concerns 
mathematically within the ambits of the 
paper? 

Thanks 
 
The author fully agrees with the 
reviewer's remark. 
 
 
 
 
The author fully agrees with the 
reviewer's remark. 
In part, the author presented possible 
applications in science and 
technology of the mathematical 
apparatus of information theory in the 
following papers* - see below: 
At the same time, subsequent 
extensions of the scope of the 
application of the stated hypothesis 
require intensive intellectual efforts. 
The author hopes to present the 
results in the near future. 
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author, am authorized to submit this
manuscript. 

2. Submission of the manuscript
represent that the manuscript has not
been published previously and is not 
considered for publication elsewhere.  

3. The manuscript, or any part
thereof, is in no way a violation of any
existing original or derivative
copyright.   

4. The manuscript contains
nothing obscene, indecent,
objectionable or libelous. 
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