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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 
 

 
Improve the usage of English Language, since it is poor and it is not 
precise.  
 
Some terminology does not coincide with the one commonly used in 
scientific literature. As an example, a theorem known as “glueing 
lemma” in mathematical literature is named “pasting lemma”. 
Remark 4.2 is wrong due to bad usage of English.  

As for the term you mentioned, I have checked the two reference books Basic 
Toploogy by M.A.ARMSTRONG and JGeneral  Topologyohn by L.Kelley, in which I 
found the term “pasting Iemma” is used instead of “glueing Iemma”. 
 
In addition, about the usage of English language, I have tried my best to make some 
corrections. 
 
Thanks for your reading!  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Too much symbols are used instead of plain English, that is the case of some 
quantifiers are used in assertions and proofs, with low logical rigor. 
 

As for this, I think the symbols I used are much clearer and simpler for readers to catch my 
meaning, so I just want to keep them. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Explanation of results and applications. 
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