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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 holds significant importance for the scientific community as it revisits & corrects key theoretical results related to the Hyers-Ulam stability of functional equations in 2-Banach spaces. By refining the theorems & proofs from earlier works, it ensures mathematical rigor & clarity in an area foundational to nonlinear analysis & functional stability theory. These corrections not only strengthen the theoretical framework of 2-normed & 2-Banach spaces but also provide a more accurate basis for future studies involving stability in functional equations. Hence, the paper contributes to maintaining the integrity & precision of ongoing mathematical research in functional analysis.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title “A Note on Hyers-Ulam Stability of Functional Equations in 2-Banach Spaces” is clear & concise, but it may not fully reflect the corrective & analytical nature of the paper. Since the manuscript primarily focuses on identifying & rectifying errors in previously published theorems & providing corrected versions, a more descriptive title could make its purpose clearer to readers.

The title “Corrections & Remarks on the Hyers-Ulam Stability of Functional Equations in 2-Banach Spaces” is the most 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 of the article as seen in the manuscript is very short & reads like “In this paper, we will make some corrections in the paper of S.C. Chung W. Park (3). This abstract is not comprehensive, as it does not summarize the objectives, scope, main results, or significance of the paper. A good abstract should briefly state the context or problem area like Hyers-Ulam stability, 2-Banach spaces, motivation to correct previous errors, methods or approach, main corrections or findings & importance or implications of those corrections.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript correctly identifies real errors in the cited work & proposes plausible corrected statements, but it is not yet fully ready: several corrected theorems need complete, detailed proofs, explicit conditions on the new parameter 𝑟, clear domain/codomain notation & at least one worked example to demonstrate the hypotheses. After those focused revisions the paper will be scientifically sound & publishable
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, the references in the manuscript are very limited to 3 only & somewhat outdated. It currently cites only three sources Gähler (1963), Park (2011) & Chung & Park (2012). While these are foundational works for 2-normed & 2-Banach spaces, the list is insufficient & lacks recent developments in Hyers-Ulam stability & functional equations. Even current applications can benefit this research work. The references cited are relevant but too few & not recent. The author should include several modern works (post-2010) on Hyers-Ulam stability & 2-Banach spaces to reflect current developments & strengthen the literature review.
	

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


	The language & English quality of the article are understandable but not fully suitable for scholarly communication in its current form. The manuscript includes several grammatical errors, informal expressions & inconsistent phrasing that detract from its academic tone. While the mathematical content is clear, the presentation requires linguistic refinement to meet journal publication standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important issue by identifying & correcting inaccuracies in previously published results on the Hyers-Ulam stability of functional equations in 2-Banach spaces. The topic is relevant & contributes to improving the rigor of mathematical literature in this area. However, the paper would benefit from clearer proofs, consistent notation, a more formal academic tone, & additional recent references to strengthen its context. Including illustrative examples or remarks demonstrating the validity of the corrected theorems would further enhance the clarity & impact of the work. After careful revision of language, structure & references, the paper could be considered for publication.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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