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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.


	This manuscript contributes meaningfully to the existing literature on fixed point theory in generalized metric structures, particularly G-metric spaces. By introducing integral type contractive conditions under the G-(E.A.) property and weak compatibility assumptions, the authors extend several classical results to a broader and more flexible analytical framework. The obtained results relax continuity requirements and strengthen applicability to nonlinear functional equations. Such developments are useful for researchers working in nonlinear analysis, applied mathematics, and related areas where fixed point techniques are employed.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is largely suitable and reflects the main content of the manuscript. It clearly indicates the focus on fixed point results, G-(E.A.) property, integral type mappings, and G-metric spaces.

Suggested alternative (optional, for clarity and flow):
“Fixed Point Theorems for Integral Type Mappings Satisfying the G-(E.A.) Property in G-Metric Spaces”


	

	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 reasonably comprehensive and clearly states the motivation, objectives, methodology, and main results of the paper. It appropriately highlights the use of integral type contractive conditions, G-metric spaces, and the G-(E.A.) property.

Suggestions:

· A brief mention of the role of weak compatibility in ensuring uniqueness may be added.

· One short line indicating possible applications or relevance to nonlinear problems would further strengthen the abstract.

· Minor tightening of language and removal of repetitive phrases (such as repeated references to “framework of G-metric spaces”) may improve readability.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound, and the main results are logically derived under clearly stated assumptions. The use of integral type inequalities, G-metric properties, and the (E.A.) condition is consistent with existing literature. The proofs follow standard techniques in fixed point theory and are, in general, coherent and structured. However, minor typographical errors, notation inconsistencies (e.g., use of G, G**), and a few unclear transitions in proofs should be corrected to improve mathematical clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list includes several classical and well-known works relevant to G-metric spaces, integral type contractions, and weak compatibility. These are appropriate for the theoretical foundation of the paper.

Suggestions for improvement:
· Add at least 2–3 more recent references (post-2018) on fixed point theory in G-metric spaces, b-metric spaces, or related generalized metric frameworks.

· Include one or two papers dealing with applications of integral type contractions or fixed points in nonlinear differential or integral equations.


	

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


	The overall language is understandable and mostly appropriate for scholarly communication. However, the manuscript contains grammatical errors, awkward sentence constructions, and inconsistent terminology. Minor editing is required to improve fluency, precision, and formal tone. With careful proofreading and light language polishing, the paper can reach an acceptable academic standard.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The structure of the manuscript is appropriate, but some definitions and lemmas could be streamlined to avoid repetition.

· Notation should be made uniform throughout the paper.

· The example section is useful; however, one additional non-trivial example or a brief application-oriented remark would enhance practical relevance.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues are observed. The manuscript deals with purely theoretical mathematical results and does not involve human or animal subjects, confidential data, or sensitive experiments.
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