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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 studies the enclave domination number, a variant of domination in graph theory, and determines exact values for several well-known graph families and special graphs. The topic falls within structural graph theory and contributes to the growing literature on domination parameters. The results are systematic and provide closed-form expressions for multiple graph classes, which may be useful for researchers working in domination
theory and combinatorial optimization. The inclusion of application-oriented interpretations enhances the interdisciplinary relevance of the work.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is appropriate and reflects the mathematical content of the manuscript
	

	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.
	Minor suggestion:
“On the Enclave Domination Number in Some Special Graph Families and Its Applications”

The abstract clearly defines enclave domination and summarizes the main contributions. However: Suggestions:
· Briefly mention 2–3 major graph families explicitly (e.g., lollipop graph, crown graph, Dutch windmill graph).
· Slight grammatical refinement is recommended.
· Replace “an applications” with “applications”.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears mathematically structured and logically organized. Definitions are clearly stated and results are supported with proofs. The derivations for graph families such as Dutch windmill graphs and lollipop graphs are detailed and methodical.
However, the following improvements are suggested:
1. Some proofs (e.g., Theorem 5.5) are too brief (“Proof similar to Theorem 5.1”) and should be expanded
for completeness.
2. Minor typographical and grammatical errors should be corrected. Figures should be clearer and properly labeled for publication quality.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The manuscript includes classical references and recent works (2023–2025), which shows awareness of current literature.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English is understandable but requires moderate proofreading. Issues observed:
· Minor grammatical errors
· Repetition of phrases
· Inconsistent spacing and formatting
· Typographical mistakes (e.g., “anenclave”, “coresponding”)
	

	Optional/General comments
	
	


Review Form 3


Created by: DR
Checked by: PM
Approved by: MBM
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)



	[bookmark: _Hlk156057883][bookmark: _Hlk156057704]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 details)
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