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	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 contributes to the field of graph theory by studying distinguishing labelling of cartesian powers and wreath product actions the work helps in understanding how graph symmetries can be broken using minimal labelling techniques. Such studies are important for analyzing graph automorphisms and symmetric structures in discrete mathematics. The results of this research may support further developments in mathematical theory and applications in areas such as network analysis and computer science.   
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable because it clearly reflects the main topic of the research,which focuses on distinguishing labellings in cartesian powers and wreath product actions within Graph theory. 
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive and clearly summarizes the main objective and results of the study in the area of Graph Theory. It briefly explains the concept of distinguishing labellings and their relation to cartesian powers and wreath product actions. However, the abstract could be improved by briefly mentioning the key results or main findings more explicitly. It may also help to add one sentence about the significance or possible applications of the results. A part from these minor suggestions, the abstract is clear and appropriate for the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct and well-structured in the field of Graph Theory, the definitions, methods, and results are presented logically and follow standard principles of Algebraic combinatorics. However, minor improvements in clarity could further enhance the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references included in the manuscript appear to be sufficient and relevant to the topic in Graph Theory. They cover important previous works related to distinguishing labellings and graph symmetries. However adding a few more recent studies in Algebraic Combinatorics Could further strengthen the literature review and show the latest developments in this area.
	

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


	Yes, the English language used in the manuscript is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The ideas and explanations in the field of graph theory are understandable and clearly presented. However, minor grammatical corrections and slight improvements in sentence structure could further enhance the clarity and readability of the article.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents useful results in Graph Theory related to distinguishing labellings and graph symmetries. The paper is well organized and the results are clearly presented. Minor improvements in language and explanation could further improve the overall quality of the manuscript.
The manuscript contributes to Graph Theory and presents clear results on distinguishing labellings. The paper is well organized, but minor improvements in language and clarity are suggested.
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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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