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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 is very important for the scientific community because it contributes to the ongoing development of fixed point theory in generalized metric frameworks particularly in the perturbed metric spaces introduced by Mohamed Jleli and Bessem Samet. By extending rational contraction techniques that originally studied by B. K. Dass and S. C. Gupta to this broader setting the paper helps bridge classical metric fixed point results with modern generalized structures. Such developments are significant because fixed point principles play an important role in nonlinear analysis, differential equations, optimization and applied mathematical modeling. If further refined the results may stimulate additional research on nonlinear contractive conditions and their applications in both theoretical and interdisciplinary contexts.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	 Title, “A New Nonlinear Rational Contraction in Perturbed Metric Spaces,” is generally appropriate.
	

	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 comprehensive and clearly states the main objective, results and applications of the paper. However, the claim of novelty does not appear in any known fixed point literature that should be slightly softened or better justified. Additionally, the abstract could be shortened by reducing explanatory phrases about applications and instead include one concise sentence emphasizing the precise mathematical contribution and its theoretical significance.
Remember: include numerical and graphical representations of the examples provided in this manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally mathematically coherent and logically structured and the main fixed point argument follows a standard Picard iteration technique similar to classical results initiated by Stefan Banach. The contraction analysis and convergence approach are consistent with rational-type techniques originally studied by B. K. Dass and S. C. Gupta, adapted to the perturbed metric framework of Mohamed Jleli and Bessem Samet.

However, some technical steps require clearer justification to ensure full scientific rigor. In particular, the derivation of the contraction constant, the use of the condition λ(1+2a)<1\lambda(1+2a)<1λ(1+2a)<1, and the argument establishing Tξ∗=ξ∗T\xi^*=\xi^*Tξ∗=ξ∗ should be expanded for completeness. Additionally, most examples reduce to the classical metric case (since D−P=∣ξ−η∣D-P=|\xi-\eta|D−P=∣ξ−η∣), which weakens the structural role of the perturbation.

Overall, the article appears mathematically sound in principle but minor clarifications and stronger justification of certain steps are needed before it can be considered fully rigorous for publication.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Although the bibliography is extensive, very few sources have been published in recent years, which may give the impression that the topic analyzed is not of interest, which is not true. I would recommend expanding both the introduction and the bibliography with references to 3–5 articles that have developed similar approaches, such as:
https://doi.org/10.22771/nfaa.2025.30.02.05
10.3390/computation12090192https://doi.org/

            https://doi.org/10.1155/2023/5459916

	

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


	Yes, the language that used in the article is suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is generally clear, coherent and professionally well written, allowing the reader to follow the mathematical arguments and results without ambiguity. Only minor grammatical and stylistic revisions are recommended to further enhance clarity and precision.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript introduces a new nonlinear rational contraction in the setting of perturbed metric spaces as developed by Jleli and Samet (2025). The paper establishes a Banach-type fixed point theorem ensuring existence, uniqueness, and linear convergence of the Picard iteration under suitable contractive conditions.

Overall, the paper is mathematically structured, logically organized, and written in a clear style. The topic lies within fixed point theory (MSC 47H10, 54H25) and is consistent with ongoing research in generalized metric frameworks.

I recommend that the article have to be published if the above corrections and suggestions are properly done.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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