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	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 presents the synthesis, characterization, and DNA-binding studies of heteroleptic metal(II) complexes derived from benzylacetone–benzoylhydrazone with N–N donor ligands.
The work contributes to the growing field of bioinorganic chemistry and offers insight into the structural diversity and biological potential of mixed-ligand metal complexes.
Such studies are important for understanding the structure–function relationship of transition-metal-based therapeutics and provide valuable references for coordination and medicinal chemistry research.
Overall, the topic is timely, relevant, and contributes meaningfully to the scientific community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	NO
	

	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 generally clear and summarizes the main objectives, experimental work, and findings.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The experimental procedures, analytical data, and interpretations are scientifically sound.
However, there is a notable inconsistency in the discussion of coordination geometries among the Ni(II), Cu(II), and Co(II) complexes.
The author should clarify why:

· Ni(II) is assigned a square-planar geometry,

· Cu(II) is described as octahedral,

· and one Co(II) complex is proposed to be square-planar, despite octahedral geometries being more typical for Co(II).

These geometrical choices represent non-typical configurations for the respective metal ions, and the manuscript should include a more detailed structural rationale linking these deviations to ligand effects or coordination constraints.
This clarification will enhance the credibility of the structural discussion and the overall scientific robustness
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, The references are adequate, relevant, and include recent sources up to 2023
	

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


	The English is clear and understandable
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is scientifically meaningful and generally well-prepared.
However, the discussion of geometrical assignments among the three metal centers should be expanded and unified to maintain logical consistency.
Clarifying the structural reasoning for the “non-typical geometries(square-planar Ni, octahedral Cu, square-planar Co) will significantly improve the quality of the manuscript.
All other aspects—experimental design, spectral analysis, and interpretation—are solid and acceptable
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