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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 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

Comments:   
1) Some typos exist in the manuscript. 
2) English grammar throughout the manuscript should be revisited. 
3) Keywords should not include the words already used in the title of the manuscript 
and not more than 5 Keywords. 
4) More informative Abstract should be provided, like adding more research 
methodology description and adding the results of example simulation. 
5) The introduction section of the paper is poorly written. The authors review much 
literature in Introduction. However, there lacks discussion and analysis to lead to the 
research aim of this research. The authors did not make clear of the research gap 
that this study fills in versus existing literature. In the end of the Introduction, a brief 
organizational overview is suggested to be added to facilitate readers. 
6)  The authors must write the CONCLUSION section. 
7) Future recommendations should be added to assist other researchers to extend 
the presented research analysis. 
8) The following articles are suggested to be cited to enrich the current study:  
* Patil, Jayashree, Basel Hardan, Ahmed A. Hamoud, Amol Bachhav, Homan 
Emadifar, Afshin Ghanizadeh, Seyyed Ahmad Edalatpanah, Hooshmand Azizi, and 
Eugen Radu. "On η, γ f, g-Contractions in Extended b-Metric Spaces." Advances in 
Mathematical Physics 2022 (2022): 1-8. 

* Almazah, M., Hardan, B., Hamoud, A.A. and Ali, F.A., 2023. On Generalized Caristi Type 
Satisfying Admissibility Mappings. Journal of Mathematics, 2023. 
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communications? 
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