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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 manuscript explores signed product cordial labeling and balanced signed product cordial labeling in copper oxide structures and their extended network forms. This branch serves as the combinatorial and topological approach to chemical and molecular structures. This is important because such research methods form the mathematical backdrop for nanostructures, crystal lattices, and material frameworks through discrete mathematical methods.

The results of this study will be applicable in pure graph theory as well as in applied mathematical chemistry, where the design style of labeling often invokes symmetry, connectivity, or stability properties of molecular networks. The inclusion of copper oxide and its various forms-the extended, enhanced, and diagonal-all add to the study's contextual interest and create a possible application in structural modeling.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title “On Variety of Signed Product Cordialness of Copper-Oxide and its Extended Networks” is suitable and reflects the core theme of the manuscript.
	

	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 provides a brief overview of the problem, the investigated structures, and the key results. However, it could be improved by:

Expanding on the motivation and mathematical significance of the study.

Explicitly mentioning the techniques or theorems used to establish results.

Adding one line summarizing potential applications or implications of the results.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct in its theoretical framework. Definitions are clearly given, and the logical structure of proofs follows the standard sequence of establishing vertex and edge labeling validity. The results are consistent with existing labeling theory.
	

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

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable but would benefit from language refinement. There are grammatical inconsistencies and missing articles (e.g., “the,” “a,” “an”), and some sentences could be restructured for better flow.
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