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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.


	This manuscript addresses the relationships between square normal operators, class Q∗ operators, and n-normal operators in Hilbert spaces. 

The topic is significant because it clarifies the boundaries and connections between these classes, showing when one property implies another and when independence holds. Such investigations deepen the understanding of operator structures and provide a foundation for further studies in functional analysis and operator theory. 

By giving counterexamples and proving several new theorems, the work contributes to ongoing discussions in this area and will be of interest to researchers working on operator algebras and related mathematical fields.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is mostly suitable as it reflects the central focus of the paper. 
	

	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 abstract is clear in highlighting the scope of the paper discussing square normal, class Q∗, and n-normal operators, and stating the main outcomes. However, it could be improved by explicitly mentioning the main theorems proved (for example, that 2-normal and normal operators are both square normal and class Q∗). Adding a sentence on the practical significance of distinguishing independence among operator classes would also strengthen it.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound. Theorems and propositions are clearly stated and proven with appropriate logical steps. Examples are provided to demonstrate independence between classes, which enhances the validity of the work. The results are consistent with the literature cited and contribute new clarifications
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and cite relevant foundational works.
	

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


	The language is understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. Some sentences are long and could benefit from minor editing to improve readability and flow. For example, in the introduction, the definitions could be separated into shorter sentences to improve clarity for non-specialist readers.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper makes a useful contribution to operator theory. With slight improvements in the abstract, minor editing for clarity, and possibly adding more recent references, the manuscript will be stronger.
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