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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 introduces a meaningful generalization of integral operators for analytic functions, extending previous work by Eljamal et al. The theoretical development is sound and provides a unified framework that encompasses several known integral operators as special cases. The results on preservation of starlikeness and relationships with Janowski classes contribute to the ongoing research in geometric function theory. The inclusion of multiple functions and additional parameters offers flexibility that could prove useful for future applications in complex analysis and differential subordination theory.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. It clearly indicates that the paper deals with a generalized family of integral operators specifically for analytic functions. No alternative title is necessary.
	

	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.


	However, it could be slightly improved by explicitly mentioning the specific classes of functions studied (starlike functions, starlike of order α, Janowski classes) rather than just "various classes." Also, the phrase "providing greater flexibility" could be supported by briefly mentioning the multiple functions and parameters introduced.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The mathematical reasoning appears sound overall. The theorems are stated clearly, and the proofs follow logical steps using appropriate lemmas. However, there are a few issues that need attention:

1. In the proof of Theorem 3.1, the statement "k = e^h ∈ S^" when h ∈ S^ requires justification or a citation. It is not automatically true that the exponential of a starlike function is starlike.

2. Equation numbering: There is a reference to equation "(??)" in the proof of Theorem 3.4. This needs to be corrected.

3. The definition of the operator in (2.2) is quite general, but the paper focuses only on the special case (2.3). The authors should either work with the general operator throughout or clearly state that the main results are for the simplified version.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant to the topic but could be improved:

1. Some key references are missing: The paper cites "[4]" (Janowski), "[5]" (Miller-Mocanu), "[9]" (Noor), and "[10]" (Reddy-Padmanabhan) but these are not listed in the reference section. The reference list ends at [3].
2. More recent works (post-2013) on integral operators and starlike functions would strengthen the literature review. Consider adding 2-3 recent papers from 2018-2024.

3. Reference [2] is listed as "Computers and Mathematics with Applications, vol. 60, no. 12, pp. 3105-3107, 2010" but this appears incomplete (authors? title?).

	

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


	The English quality is generally good and suitable for scholarly communication. The mathematical notation is clear and properly formatted. There are minor typographical issues (e.g., missing spaces before citations, inconsistent punctuation in some equations) that should be corrected during copyediting.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript makes a solid contribution to the field. The examples provided (Example 3.3 and 3.6) help illustrate the theoretical results. The coefficient estimate in Proposition 3.1 is a nice addition. However, the paper would benefit from:

1. A discussion of potential applications or connections to other areas of complex analysis.
2. Clarification on the domain of parameters (especially λ, μ in the general operator) and any restrictions needed for the operator to be well-defined.

3. Checking all cross-references to ensure they point to the correct equations/lemmas.

The manuscript presents mathematically sound results and a meaningful generalization of integral operators. However, the incomplete reference list (missing citations [4], [5], [9], [10]) is a significant issue that must be addressed before publication. Additionally, the unproven claim about exponentials of starlike functions and the equation numbering error require correction. With these revisions, the paper will be suitable for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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