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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

e Theorem 3.1 and the proof are should be improved. For example, $T_a$ is a restrained dominating set of $P_n$ may be
changed as $T_u=T _v$is a restrained dominating set of $P_n$. Also, at the end of the proof, the authors must prove the
sufficient part. In other words, if conditions 1 and 2 hold then they must check if $D$ is a rings dominating set.

e In Example 3.2, what are (i), (ii), and (iii)?

¢ Inthe proof Theorem 3.3, explain why $|S|\ge 2(\frac{n+6}{3})$. | suggest that the authors should state a lemma which is
proved in the article (, G.S Domke et.al., Restrained domination in graphs, Proposition 6.) in the section Preliminary Notes
and cite the lemma and Theorem 3.1.

Minor REVISION comments

Page 2, line 11: $D\subset V(G)$ instead of $D \in V(G)$
Page 3, line 18: $D=\cup_{u\in S}({u\ptimes T_u)=\{(u, w_{i_1}), (u, w_{i_2}), \dots, (u, w_{i_s}H\}$ instead of
$D=\cup_{ulin S}({u\ptimes T_u)=\{(u, w_{1}), (u, w_{2}), \dots, (u, w_{n})\}$.

e Page 3, lines 22, 25, 28: $V(P_n)-T_a$ instead of $T_a-V(P_n)$.

e Page 5, line 2: My suggestion is that choose $P=\{1, 4, 5, 6, 9, \dots, n-3, n\}$. Because, when $n=6$ the construction
doesn’t work. Similarly, change $T$ in Case 3.

e Page 5, line 10: $K$ instead of $R$.

e Page5, line 17: $T=V(P_2\times P)$ instead of $R=V(P_2\times P)$.

Optional/General comments

¢ In the end of the proof of Theorem 3.4, a construction of a maximal rings domination set with cardinality $2n-4$.
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