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	PART 1: Comments

	
	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.
	The manuscript studies the existence and uniqueness of common fixed points for Lebesgue integrable self-mappings satisfying generalized G-(E.A.) properties in G-metric spaces. By employing integral type contractive conditions, the authors extend several known fixed point results. The paper also establishes well-posed1ness of the fixed point problem and provides illustrative examples to support the theoretical findings. The study enhances current understanding of the subject through a well- structured methodology and clear interpretation of results. Its findings have potential implications for both academic research and practical applications, making it valuable to researchers and professionals in the field.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title of the article is appropriate and accurately reflects the scope, objectives, and key focus of the study. It is clear, concise, and informative, making it suitable for the intended readership.
	

	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 comprehensive and effectively summarizes the objectives, methodology, key results, and conclusions of the study. It provides sufficient information for readers to understand the essence of the research. However, a brief mention of the broader implications or applications of the findings could further strengthen this section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The research methodology is appropriate, the analysis is logically presented, and the conclusions are supported by the results. No major scientific inconsistencies were identified.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are relevant and generally up to date. They adequately support the theoretical background and discussion of results. Inclusion of a few more recent studies could further enhance the depth and contemporary relevance of the literature review. The references are relevant and include classical as well as recent works in fixed point theory. However Citation formatting should be made consistent. Some references could be updated to include more recent contributions. The authors should explicitly state how their results relate to specific cited works.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language and overall presentation are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clearly written, with proper academic tone and structure. Minor grammatical or stylistic refinements may be considered to further improve readability. A thorough language revision is strongly recommended. Several mathematical expressions are poorly formatted or incomplete, which affects readability. Some definitions lack clarity, and symbols are occasionally introduced without explanation.The example provided is relevant but too brief. More detailed verification of the contractive condition and the G-(E.A.) property would improve clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The language and overall presentation are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clearly written, with proper academic tone and structure. Minor grammatical or stylistic refinements may be considered to further improve readability.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

NO
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