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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.

	Introduced a new concept which has a wide scope of research and also can develop algorithms and programmes related to it.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Restrained Semitotal Domination in Graphs
	

	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.

	Rewrite the last two sentences of the abstract. For example, “Also, we have discussed some characterization type results with respect to certain family of graphs and graph operations”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	More clarity is required for the relevance of these new domination variants.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	For domination, add the reference,  Haynes, T. W., Hedetniemi, S. T., & Henning, M. A. (2023). Domination in graphs: Core concepts. Cham: Springer.

	

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

	The manuscript is clearly written.
	

	Optional/General comments

	Only few results are discussed in this paper. It's better to try in more graph classes and also with respect to operations such as corona and Cartesian products etc. The manuscript presents some initial findings that are potentially interesting; however, the current results are not sufficient for publication in their present form. To strengthen the contribution, the authors are encouraged to include additional results, particularly those exploring structural properties of the studied graphs or offering comparisons with other well-known graph parameters. These additions would provide more depth and context to the findings and help establish the broader relevance of the work.


1. Rewrite the caption of Figure 1
2. Give an introduction paragraph for section 3.
3. Proposition 3.1 is trivial
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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