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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript offers a different perspective on the study of Pythagorean triples. However, rather than being a general rule, it is presented with a few examples that satisfy this condition. Therefore, it is considered a deficiency not to discuss examples that do not satisfy the equality.
Let a = 5, b = 12, and c = 13. 

5³ = 125, 12³ = 1728, 13³ = 2197 and a³ + b³ + c³ = 125 + 1728 + 2197 = 4050.

Although (5, 12, 13) is a valid Pythagorean triple, the sum of their cubes, 5³ + 12³ + 13³ = 4050, is not equal to the cube of any integer. Therefore, not all Pythagorean triples satisfy the condition a³ + b³ + c³ = d³.

In the study, [image: image1.png]53 + 123 + 133 = 4050 = 15.93987853773



 was written. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of the article is suitable. 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.
	The summary of the article is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	If it is to be evaluated scientifically, it may be correct under special conditions. However, not discussing the examples that provide equality along with the examples that do not is considered a deficiency. [image: image2.png]53 + 123 + 133 = 4050 = 15.93987853773



 was written.  But 15.93987853773≈4049.99999997  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are missing. Cited sources are not given in the references.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Suitable 
	

	Optional/General comments


	I believe that expanding it a little more would enrich the discussions. 
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	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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