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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.


	Yes. It accurately reflects the content. An alternative could be "On the Separation Number of Graphs" to sound more formal, but the current title is acceptable.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. It accurately reflects the content. An alternative could be "On the Separation Number of Graphs" to sound more formal, but the current title is acceptable.
	

	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 proofs use sound combinatorial methods. Specifically, the use of binary string labeling in Theorem 2.1 to establish the logarithmic lower bound is a standard and correctly applied technique in separation/identification problems.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The proofs use sound combinatorial methods. Specifically, the use of binary string labeling in Theorem 2.1 to establish the logarithmic lower bound is a standard and correctly applied technique in separation/identification problems.
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	The references are sufficient for a "Note." It includes foundational texts (Bondy & Murty, Berge) and very recent relevant work (Latheesh Kumar, 2025).
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