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	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.
	This manuscript is important because it studies the stability of functional equations, which are used in both pure and applied mathematics. The results will also be useful to other fields of science and engineering. This manuscript will help in extending on the existing results. Will also help will limiting the errors in function additivity.
	

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

	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 very short and missing some information, like the motivation behind the study. Maybe add the theorems or definitions you have used or have played part in other you’re your study to be of a success.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. However, it could benefit from the improvement on grammar and presentation of proofs. Though the proofs are logically correct, the formation is unclear.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient in number and well covers the foundational or literature pertinent to the topic. However, to add to the academic timeliness of the work, the addition of more recent studies especially those published after 2015 would be advisable.
Many references on the manual script are from 1980 to 2005. Yes, they give a good history, and it is appropriate. However, the gap is noticeable.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English used on the manuscript is okay.
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