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	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.


	The existence of incomplete metrics on the real number line ℝ that still produce the standard topology is shown in this publication, which makes a substantial addition to the subject of mathematical analysis. According to the standard Euclidean metric, where all Cauchy sequences converge within ℝ, ℝ is traditionally regarded as complete. By creating metrics under which ℝ becomes incomplete but the induced topology stays the same, this work refutes that idea. ​
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	With its existing title, 

"Incomplete Metrics on ℝ with Usual Topology," 

The manuscript's main idea is clearly communicated.


	

	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 focus of your manuscript on incomplete metrics on ℝ that induce the standard topology is fundamentally summarized in the current abstract. However, take into account the following recommendations to improve its comprehensiveness and clarity:

Suggestions:

1. Explain the Significance and Motivation: Start by explaining why it is important to investigate incomplete metrics that produce the typical topology on ℝ. This establishes the scene and highlights how original your work is.

2.   Emphasize the Innovative Contributions: Stress how incomplete metrics on ℝ that are   not induced by any norm are constructed. This difference is important because norm-induced metrics have certain characteristics, and finding metrics that don't fit the mold can help us better understand metric space theory.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The text seems to be scientifically sound based on the material presented and accepted mathematical principles.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript's present list of references offers a strong grounding in topology and classical real analysis. However, it is advised to include more recent references, especially those released in the last ten years, to increase the manuscript's relevancy and show involvement with recent advancements.

Suggestions for Additional References:
1. Ishiki, Y. (2023). On comeager sets of metrics whose ranges are disconnected. Topology and its Applications, 327, 108442. 

2. Kanovei, V., Katz, M. G., & Nowik, T. (2020). Metric completions, the Heine-Borel property, and approachability. 

3. Chen, P. (2023). The Metrization Problem in [0,1]-Topology. Mathematics, 11(21), 4430. 

Incorporating these recent studies will not only strengthen the theoretical foundation of your manuscript but also demonstrate a comprehensive engagement with both classical and contemporary literature. This approach will enhance the manuscript's credibility and appeal to a broader audience within the mathematical community.
	

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


	The work clearly describes its findings and exhibits a solid understanding of mathematical topics. However, a number of linguistic and presentational elements might be improved to better conform to the requirements of academic communication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript significantly advances the study of topology and metric spaces. The work will be well-positioned for publication and will be a useful resource for scholars interested in the delicacies of topological structures and metric completeness by addressing the recommended areas for improvement.
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