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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

Minor REVISION comments
-Conclusion section must be added.

-Abstract is too short. It should be further expanded by making use of previous studies.
- Proofs of (2.9), (3.5), (2.13), Theorem 9 and Theorem 10 must do clearly. Because
related theorems are main theorems.

- Binet's formula of the Tetranacci-Lucas quaternion (in Theorem 12) must prove.

Optional/General comments
The manuscript is generally good written. The manuscript can be published.
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